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Report of the Proceedings 
of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States 


March 7-9, 1979 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened on 
March 7, 1979, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the 
United States, issued under 28 U.S.C. 331, and continued in 
session on March 8 and 9. The Chief Justice presided and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit 
Chief Judge Frank M. Coffin 
Chief Judge Andrew A. Caffrey, District of Massachusetts 


Second Circuit 
Chief Judge Irving R. Kaufman 
Chief Jcdge T. Emmet Clarice, District of Connecticut 
Third Circutt: 
Chief Judge Collins J. Seitz 
Chief Judge Alfred L. Luongo, Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Crrcwit 


Chief Judge Clement F. Haynsworth, Jr. 
Judge Charies E. Simons, Jr.. District of South Carolina 


Fifth Circuit: 

Chief Judge John R. Brown 

Chief Judge William C. Keady, Northern District of Mississippi 
Sixth Circuit: 

Chief Judge George C. Edwards, Jr. 

Chief Judge Charles M. Allen, Western District of Kentucky 


Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Thomas E. Fairchild 
Judge S. Hugh Dillin, Southern District of Indiana 
Fichsh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Floyd R. Gibson 
Chief Judge James H. Meredith, Eastern District of Missouri 


Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Judge Morell E. Sharp, Western District of Washington 


t'~ 


Tentl: Circuit 

Chief Judge Oliwer Seth 

Judge Wesicy E. Brown, District of Fama: 
Dastrict of Coiumbia Circuit 

Chief Judge J. Skelly Wright 

Chief Judge William B. Bryant. District of Columbia 


Circuit Judges Edward A. Tamm and Gerald B. Tjoflat; 
Judge Robert L. Kunzig of the Court of Claims; Senior 


on matters of mutual interest to the Depariment of 
and the Conference. 

William E. Foley, Director of the Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts; Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Deputy 
Director; James E. Macklin, Jr., Assistant Director; and 
Mark W. Cannon, Administrative Assistant to the Chief 
Justice, attended all sessions of the Conference. 

The Director cf the Federal Judicial Center, A. Leo Levin, 
reported on the activities of the Center since the last session 
of the Conference. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
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appeals docketed in the courts of appeals increased from 
18.948 in 1977 to 19,471 in 1978, an increase of 2.8 percent. 


Appeals were terminated at a slightly higher rate (.8 percent) 


During the calendar year 1978 there were 144,212 new civil 
cases docketed in the United States district courts, a 6.6 per- 
cent increase over the previous year. Civil cases disposed of 
climbed 10.5 percent to a record 134,248 cases, but disposi- 


6.1 percent to a record 173,827 cases pending on December 
31, 1978. 


During 1978 there were 33.573 criminal cases docketed in 
the district courts, 4,702 cases fewer than the previous year. 


REPORT OF THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTEP 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, A. Leo Levin, 
to the Conference that the Center has 
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JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


The report submitted on behalf of the Judicial Panel on 
Multidistrict Litigation indicated that the Panel had con- 
ducted four hearings during the six-month period ending 
December 31. 1978 and had issued 33 main orders. most or 
which were accompanied by opinions of the Panel. The Panel 
has acted on 14 new groups of multidistrici litigation cases in 
the last six months and has ordered transfers in eight groups 
encompassing 60 civil actions. Of these, 24 actions were trans- 
ferred for purposes of pretrial procedure and 36 were actions 
originally filed in the transferee districts. The Panel denied 
transfers in six groups of cases consisting of 24 actions. In 
addition, 202 other cases were transferred by the Pane! as 

tag-along cases for inclusion in on-going proceedings. Since 
the establishment of the Pane! in 1968 there have been 6.738 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
Judge Elmo B. Hunter. Chairman of the Committee on 
Court Administration, presented the Committee report. 


Jupicia Tenure 
The Conference in September 1978 (Conf. Rept.. p. 50) di- 
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procedure should be formalized. The Conference thereupon 
adopted the following resolution: 

1. The Jedical Conferesce of the United States cupresscs its 

approval of the following principles to be reflected im any legis- 

of Federal judges: 
(a) Removal of an Article Ill judge from office by any 
method other than impeachment as provided in Articic | of 
which should be avonded. 
(b) The primary responsibility for dealing with a compizint 
against a United States judge should ret imitially with the 
chief jedge of the circuit as presiding judge <* the Judicial 
Council, who may dismiss the complaint if i is frivolous or 
relates to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling. or 
may close the complaint after assuring himself that appro 
priate corrective action has been taken. 
(c} Any complaint not dismissed or closed by the presiding 
jodge should be referred to 4 committee app-inted by the 
presiding judge. consisiing of an equal number of circuit 
and district yudgrs and the presiding judge. 
(d) The jount committee should report its findings and 
recommendations to the Judicial Council, which should take 
such action as is appropriate to assure the effective and 
expeditious administration of the business of the courts 
within the circuit. 
(e) The Judicial Council may, in its discretion, refer a com- 
plaint and the Council's recommended action to the Judicial 
Conference of the United States. 
(f) If the Judicial Council concludes that grownds for im 


the United States; the Judicial Conference shall then deter- 
mine whether. im all the crcumstances. the matter should be 
referred to the House of Representatives. 
2. The Judicial Conference recommends that the Judicial 
Councils of the several circuits, at their earliest opportunity, 
consider the formulation and promulgation of rules of proce- 
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3. The Chairman of the Court Administration Commitice and 
the members of the Executive Committce of the Conference 
are directed (1) tc review and revise, m accordance wath the 
principles stated in paragraph |. the Court Adcministreiion 
Committee's proposed amendments to 28 U.S.C. §332. and 
(2) to transmit the revised proposed amendments to all mem- 
bers of the Conference for their approval. Following approval 
by the Conference, the Chairman of the Court Administration 
Committee. if called upon by the Congress to testify upon 
pending legislation. is authorired to inform the Congress that. 
if legislative action is to be taken. the Conference recommends 
amendments to 28 U.S.C. §332 as approved by the Conference 
m accordance with this paagraph. 

4. All previews Judicial Conference resolutions or comments 
upon legislation dealing with the conduct of Federal judges are 
superseded by thi resolution. 


The Judicial Conference of the United States expresses its ap- 
soured of the Odleuing guladisien to be cuflested ta any the 
tion deanng with the membership of the Judicial Councils of 
the Circuits: 
1. Ary ladicial Council having less than six circuit judges 
as members shall have, as members, not less than two 
district judges in regular active service. 
2. Any Circuit Council having six or more circuit judges as 
members shall have, as menibers. not less than three district 
judges im regular active service 
3. The aumber of district judge members of a Judicial Council, 
fixed in accordance with the above principles, shall be fixed 
by majority vote of the active circuit judges of the Council. 
4. District judges shall serve as memvvers of a Judicial Coun- 
cil in the order of their seniority, for terms of three years. 
5. No more than one district judge from any one district 


- 


shall serve simultaneously on the Circuit Council, unless 
there is already a representative on the Council from each 
district in the circuit. 


UNIFORM RULES OF DiSCIPLINARY ENFORCEMENT 


At its session in September 1978 (Conf. Rept., p. 42) the 
Conference approved model rules of disciplinary A Pian Sine 
and authorized their distribution to all circuit and district 
courts with a recommendation that they be adopted by these 
courts on an optional basis. Recently, concern has been ex- 


pressed about the provisions of Rules XI and XII requiring 


every attorney practicing in a Federal court to pay an annual 
fee into a fund to be administered centrally by the Adminis- 


trative Office of the United States Courts. Some courts have 
provision for the payment of an annual attorney's fee. 

Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the Committee 
is now of the view that the collec..on of fees should be left to 
the discretion of each court and that any fees collected should 
be retained in a fund to be administered locally by each court. 
Upon recommendation of the Committee the Conference ap- 
proved the following notes to be shown under the present 
headings for Rules XJ and XII in lieu of the original text. 
Rule XI 

Periodic Assessment of Attorneys: Registration Statements 

Note: Each Court shall make such provisions as it deems ad- 
visable for the assessment and regisiration of attorneys. 
Any fees collected should be maintained in a separate 
fund held by the Clerk of Court, as trustee, for the pay- 
ment, pursuant to Rule XII, of expenditures incurred, 
and not on behalf of the United States. 

Rule Xil 


Payment of Fees and Costs 
Note: Each Court may make such provision as it deems ad- 


visable for the payment of fees and costs incurred in the 
course of a disciplinary investigation or prosecution. 


LIBRARIES 


The report of the Board of the Federal Judicial Center for 
improving libraries and research services in the Federal 
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courts recommended the creation of the position of Director 
of Federal Court Libraries in the Administrative Office. The 
position has been created and was recently filled by a profes- 
sional law librarian who for several months has been studying 
Federal court libraries and consulting with court personnel. 
In order to assist the Director of Libraries in working toward 
better central library facilities and to improve the list of law 
books regularly furnished to new judges, as approved by the 
Conference in September 1964 (Conf. Rept., p. 5), the Con- 
ference, upon recommendation of the Committee, adopted 
the following resolution: 


In furtherance of prior policy statements regarding the 
furnishing of adequate library facilities for Federal judges. the 
Judicial Conference authorizes the Director of the Administra- 
tive Office to take such action as necessary to provide judges 
and other court personnel with all legal research material and 
services necessary to fulfill their functions. Im so doing, he 
shall endeavor to establish and maintain well-organized, ade- 
quate and professionally administered central libraries when 
such would facilitate essential sharing of materials and ensure 
the emcient use of appropriated funds. He shall provide law- 
books. other legal rescarch materials and services for chambers 
of central library facilities and after having allowed flexibility 
and latitude to the end that the lawbook requirements of 
chambers libraries may be satisfied. 

The Judicial Conference further authorizes the Chairman 
of the Committee on Court Administration to designate three 
judges of that Committee to constitute an ad hoc group with 
which the Director of the Administrative Office may consult 
informally to resolve, on a continuing basis, policy matters re- 
lated to the creation, maintenance and administration of 
libraries. 


ASSOCIATIONS OF DisTRiICcT JUDGES 


Judge Hunter advised the Conference that the Ninth Cir- 
cuit District Judges Association had adopted a resolution 
calling for the statutory recognition of associations of district 
judges and an authorization for the payment of expenses to 
attend association meetings. The Committee reporied that it 
could find no justification for such legislation, particularly in 


9 


view of the number of associations representing other cate- 
gories of members of the court family which would also call 
for recognition. Upon recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference disapproved the proposal. 


SCHEDULE OF FEES IN FEDERAL CourRTs 


The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1913 and 1914(b), 
is authorized to prescribe the fees and costs to be charged 
and collected in each United States court of appeals, and the 
fees, in addition to statutory filing fees, to be charged and 
collected in each United States district court. The fee 
schedules prescribed by the Conference have not been re- 
viewed since September 1973 (Conf. Rept., p. 44). In addition, 
the new Bankruptcy Act requires the Confecence to prescribe 
the miscellaneous fees to be charged in bankruptcy courts 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1930. 

Judge Hunter submitted to the Conference revised schedules 
of fees to be charged and collected in the courts of appeals 
and district courts, and a new miscellaneous fee schedule for 
bankruptcy courts. Upon the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, the Conference approved the following fee schedules 
to become effective October 1, 1979: 


Judicial Conference schedule of Fees for 
United States Courts of Appeals 


Fees to be paid to clerks of courts of appeals (except that no 
fees are to be charged for services rendered on behalf of the 
United States). 

1. For docketing a case on appeal or review, or docketing 
any other proceeding—$6S.00. A separate fee shall be 
paid by each party filing a notice of appeal in the district 
court, but parties filing a joint notice of appeal in the 
district court are required to pay only one fee. A docket- 
ing fee shall not be charged for the docketing of an ap- 
plication for the allowance of an interlocutory appeal 
under 28 U.S.C. 1292(b), unless the appeal is allow- 
ed. 

2. For every search of the records of the court and certifying 
the results thereof, $2.00. 

3. For certifying any document, or paper, whether the cer- 
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tification is made directly on the document, or by separate 
instrument, $2.00. 

4. For reproducing any record or paper, 50 cents per page. 
This fee does not include certification. 

S. For comparing with the original thereof any copy of any 
transcript of record, entry. record or paper, when such 
copy is furnished by any person requesting certification, 
$2.00 per page or fraction thereof. This fee is in addition 
to the fee for certification. 

6. For reproduction of magnetic tape audio recordings, either 
cassette or reel-to-reel, $2.00 plus the cost of materials, 
minimum charge $5.00. 

7. For reproduction of the record in any appeal in which 
the requirement of an appendix is dispensed with by any 
court of appeals pursuant to Rule 3%f), Federal Rules of 
Appellate Procedure, a flat fee of $25.00. 

8. Fees to be charged and collected for copies of opinions 
shall be fixed, from time to time, by each court, com- 
mensurate with the cost of printing. 

No other fees for miscetlaneous services than those prescribed 

by the Judicial Conference of the United States shall be charged 
or collected by any clerk of court. 


Judicial Conference Schedule of Additional 
Fees for the United States District Courts 


Fees to be charged for services performed by clerks of the 
district courts (except that no fees are to be charged for 
services rendered on behalf of the United States). 

1. For filing or indexing any paper not in a case or proceeding 
for which a case filing fee has been paid, $3.00. This fee 
is applicable to the filing of a petition to perpetuate testi- 
mony, Rule 27(a), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the 
filing of papers by trustees under 28 U.S.C. 754, and the 
filing of letters rogatory or letters of request, except that 
the fee for registering a judgment from another district 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1963 shall be $10.00. 


2. For filing a requisition for and certifying the results of a 
search of the records of the court for judgments, decrees, 


other instruments, suits pending, and bankruptcy 
proceedings, $2.00 for each name searched. 

3. For certifying any document or paper, whetier the cer- 
tification is made directly on the document or by separate 
instrument, $2.00. 


. For reproducing any record or paper, 50 cents per page. 


This fee does not include certification. 

For comparing with the original thereof any copy of any 
transcript of record, entry, record or paper, when such 
copy is furnished by any person requesting certification, 
$2.00 per page or fraction thereof. This fee is in addition 
to the fee for certification. 

For reproduction of magnetic tape audio recordings, 
either cassette or reel-to-reel, $2.00 plus the cost of 
materials, minimum charge $5.00. 

For admission of attorneys to practice, $15.00 cach, 
including a certificate of admission. For a duplicate cer- 
tificate of admission or certificate of good standing, 
$3.00. 


No other fees for miscellaneous services than those prescribed 
by the Judicial Conference of the United States shall be charged 
or collected by any clerk of court. 


Judicial Conference Schedule of Additional Fees 
for United States Bankruptcy Courts 


Services to be performed by clerks of the bankruptcy courts 
(except that no fees are to be charged for services rendered 


on behalf of the United States). 


2. 


For reproducing any record or paper SO cents per page. 
This fee does not include certification. 

For certifying any document or paper, whether the cer- 
tification is made directly on the document or by separate 
instrument, $2.00. 


. For comparing with the original thereof any copy of any 


transcript of record, entry, record or paper, when 
such copy is furnished by any person requesting cer- 
tification, $2.00 per page or fraction thereof. This fee is 
in addition to the fee for certification. 

For reproduction of magnetic tape audio recordings, 
either cassette or reel-to-reel; $2.00 plus the cost of ma- 
terials, minimum charge $5.00. 

For amendments to a debtor's schedules or lists of credi- 
tors after notice to creditors, $10.00 for cach amend- 
ment, provided the bankruptcy judge may, for good 
cause, waive the charge in any case. 

For every search of the records of the bankruptcy court 
conducted by the clerk of the bankruptcy court or one of 
his deputies, $2.00 per name or item searched. 
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7. For instituting any civil action, suit or proceeding in a 
controversy over which the bankruptcy court does not 
have exclusive jurisdiction, whether by original process. 
removal or otherwise, $60.00; for filing a complaint in 
a controversy over which the court has exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, $15.00. 

If the United States, other than the United States Trustee 
acting as trustee in a case under Title II. ts the plaintiff, 
no fee is required. 

If the trustee in a case under Title II is the plaintiff. the 


OTHER FEES 


At its April 1973 session (Conf. Rept., p. 4) the Conference 
approved in principle legislation which would place the fixing 


Cost oF LiviING ALLOWANCES FOR JUDICIAL 
OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES SERVING OUTSIDE THE 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES OR IN ALASKA 
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The Committee recommended that, as a matter of equity, 
officers and employees in the Judicial Branch of Government 
should receive the same cost-of-living allowances provided in 
the Executive Branch to officers and employees serving outside 
the continental United States or in Alaska. This recommen- 
dation was approved by the Conference. 


APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME CouURT 


S. 3100, 9Sth Congress, would eliminate direct appeals to 
the Supreme Court from decisions of Federal courts invalli- 
dating Acts of Congress [28 U.S.C. 1252]; appeals from deci- 
sions of courts of appeals invalidating state statutes [28 
U.S.C. 1254a)]; appeals from decisions of state courts in- 
validating treaties or statutes of the United States [28 U.S.C. 
1257(1)], or sustaining the validity of state statutes challenged 
on Federal constitutional or statutory grounds [28 U.S.C. 
1257(2)]; and appeals from the Supreme Court of the Com- 
monwealth of Puerto Rico [28 U.S.C. 1258]. The bill would 
also eliminate appeals under three other statutes: the Federal 
Election Campaign Act of 1971, [2 U.S.C. 437h]; Indian 
Claims, [28 U.S.C. 652]; and the Trans-Alaska Pipeline 
Authorization Act [43 U.S.C. 1652(d)]. Jurisdiction of these 
matters would continue in the Supreme Court on a writ of 
certiorari. Upon recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference approved the bill. 


Air Disaster LITIGATION 


The Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee had re- 
ee a Gites came ocala aes ot 10917, 95th 
ongress, 


© Sm to create 6 Guten Coty of lew guvereng 
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dependent relatives; permit the awarding of damages for 
pecuniary losses including “loss of care. comfort. and society 


sustained by those for whose benefit the mght of action exists,” 

but not “pain. suffering or disfigurement”; and require that 
actions arising under the bill be brought generally within a 
period of two years. The district courts would be given juris- 
diction, concurrent with state courts, of civil actions involving 
“large.” “high-performance.” “public.” or “common carrier 
aircraft.” involving the United States, or resulting in the deaths 
of five or more persons. State courts would be given exclusive 
jurisdiction over ail other actions involving aviation activity. 

It was the view of the Committee that it is inappropriate 
for the judiciary to comment on the provisions of the bill re- 
lating to the duty of care to be imposed upon common carriers. 
the measure of damages and the appropriate statute of limita- 
tions. The Committee did note various provisions of the bill 
which concerned the Committee and others which require re- 
drafting. 

Upon the recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
endorsed the two principal objectives of the bill to create a 
coherent body of aviation law and to provide a less cumber- 
some means of litigating cases arising out of a common airline 
disaster, but disapproved the provision of the bill authorizing 
the Judicial Panel on Muitidistrict Litigation to transfer cases 
for trial purposes. The Committee was authorized to com- 
municate its views regarding particular provisions of the 
bill to the appropriate Committees of the Congress and to 
work with Congressional Committees on the bill. 


Viroin Iscanps Feperat Re_ations Act 


Anticipating a favorable vote on a new Constitution for 
the Peoples of the Virgin Isiznds, the Committee recom- 
mended that any bill defining the relationship between the 
local courts of the Virgin Islands and the federal courts in- 
clude these provisions: ot) Cat Gee Dearest Sout oF Ge Vue 
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Islands”; and (3) that decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
Virgin Islands be reviewed by the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Third Circuit rather than by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The Conference approved the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. 


TRANSFER OF Cases TO OTHER CouRTS 


In March 1978 (Conf. Rept.. p. 11) the Conference ap- 
proved a recommendaiion of the Committee that provision be 
made by statute for the transfe. of a case from one Federal 
court to another. in the event the case was not properly filed 
in the first court. and authorized the Director of the Admin- 
istrative Office to draft a suitable bill for transmittal to the 
Congress. Subsequently, H.R. 11276 was introduced in the 
9Sth Congress which would provide only for thé transfer of 
cases between a court of appeals and a district court. The 
Conference approved the Committee's recommendation that 
this proposal be amended to provide that a case improperly 
filed in any Federal court shall, in the interest of justice, be 
transferred to any other Federal court in which it could have 
been filed and that the case proceed in that court as though 
it had originally been filed there. 


SALARY LIMITATIONS ON A JUDGE'S Persona STAFF 


The Committee submitted two resolutions pertaining to the 
Statutorily imposed monetary limitation on the aggregate 
salaries of a judge's personal staff. The first resolution would 
limit the use of these funds to the purposes for which they 
were provided, and the second resolution would increase the 
limitation to permit an increase in salary for the second secre- 
tary to a chief judge of a district court having five or more 
judgeships. Both resolutions were returned to the Committee 
for further study in consultation with the Committee on the 
Budget and in the light of the discussions in the Conference. 


REEMPLOYED ANNUITANTS 


The Conference in March 1959 (Conf. Rept.. p. 295) ap- 
proved a policy generally limiting the appointment of a re- 
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employed annuitant to a period not to exceed one year. This 
limitation was later increased to a period of 18 months. It 
was brought to the attention of the Conference that this policy 
of imposing an administratively determined limitation on the 
hiring of reemployed annuitants may conflict with the Age 
Discrimination in Emplowment Act Amendments of 1978 
which eliminated mandatory retirement at age 70 for all 
government employees. The Conference thereupon adopted 
the following resolution submitted by the Committee: 
in view of the climination of mandatory retiremrat at age 70 
for Federal employees. the Conference revolves that all restric- 
thons on the term of appointments of reemployed annuitants. 
except for employees covered under hazardous duty retirement. 
practices. 


Court REPORTERS 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that two provisions 
relating to qualification criteria for salary adjustments for 
court reporters appear too restrictive, since they recognize for 
purposes of salary adjustments only a certificate from the Na- 
tional Shorthand Reporters Association. In order to broaden 
the qualification criteria for salary adjustments, Judge Hunter 
recommended, and the Conference approved, the 
amendments to the first two paragraphs of the criteria ap- 


proved by the Conference in September 1977 (Conf. Rept., p. 
): 


(a) An applicant for appointment, hereafter, as an official 
court reporter in a United States district court shall possess as 
a minimum requirement at least four years of prime court re- 
porting experience in the free lance field of service or in other 
courts or a combination thereof, and have qualified by testing 
for listing on the registry of professional reporters of the Na- 
tional Shorthand Reporters Association or passed an equivalent 
qualifying examination. 

(2) All official court reporters who have satisfactorily met 
the qualification requirements outlined in (1) above who, in 
addition, possess a Certificate of Merit from the National 
Shorthand Reporters Association or have passed an equivalent 
examination shall receive as a salary a starting salary for court 
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reporters set by the Judicial Conference. plus a five percent 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE Fiscal YEAR 1979 
Judge Maxwell informed the Conference that 


supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year 1979 to cover 
the general salary increase of 5.5 percent granted last October, 


LIMITATIONS ON SALARIES OF A JuDGE’S Persona. STAFF 


The budget request for the fiscal year 1980 included funds 
for the appointment of a third law clerk and a second secre- 


tary by a circuit judge. the appointment of a second law clerk 
by a district judge in licu of a crier or crier-law clerk, and the 


reclassification of a law clerk from grade JSP-12 to grade 
JSP-13. if qualification standards are met. As a result, 
changes will be required in the language of the Appropriations 
Act increasing the amount of the limitation on the aggregate 


salaries paid to the personal staff of a judge. 


The Director of the Administrative Office, upon recom- 
mendation of the Committee, was authorized to study and ex- 


JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE 


judge Edward A. Tamm, Chairman of the Judicial Ethics 
Committee, presented the report of the Committee. 


APPOINTMENT OF THE COMMITTEE 
The Ethics in Government Act of 1971, Public Law 95-521. 


reporting 
ee ae Eee cece ok cc, ee ha Execu- 
tive and ‘udicial Branches of Government. Act requires 
the appointment of a Judicial Ethics Committee in the Judicial 


Branch of Government to receive and review the financial 


REPORTING ForM AND INSTRUCTIONS. RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 


The Committee submitted to the Conference a draft Finan- 


(A) Ihat officers and employees of the Administrative Office 
and the Federal Judicial Center file their reports only with 
the Committee and not with any clerk of court; 

(B) That bankruptcy judges file two copies of their reports 
with the Committee and one copy with the clerk of the 
district courts, until such time as clerks of bankruptcy 
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courts are appointed under the new Bankruptcy Act; and 

(C) That part-time bankruptcy judges and part-time United 
States magistrates. who do not work in excess of 60 days, 
in the reporting calendar year and so certify in writing 
to the Committee, not be requires to file financial dis- 
closure reports. 


METHODS OF VALUATION 


The Act requires the Committee, with the approval of the 
Judicial Conference, to “promulgate a regulation establishing 
a method or methods for readily determining, without the 
necessity of expert appraisal, the fair market value of assets 
required to be disclosed .. ."" Judge Tamm informed the 
Conference that the instructions for executing the reporting 
form set forth eight alternate methods of determining valua- 
tion. Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Conference 
approved these options as the regulations of the Committee 
for determining valuation. 


EXTENSIONS OF TIME FOR FILING REPORTS 


The Act provides that “reasonable extensions of time for 
filing any report may be granted under procedures prescribed 
by the Judicial Ethics Committee . . . but the total of such 
extensions shall not exceed 90 days."’ The Committe: recom- 
mended that in circumstances other than extreme emergencies 
a request for an extension of time to file a report must be 
submitted at least 30 days prior to the date on which the re- 
port is due and that the request be submitted in writing ad- 
dressed to the Chairman of the Judicial Ethics Committee. 
This procedure was approved by the Conference. 


GIFTS OF BOOKS AND PERIODICALS 


The Conference approved the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee that gifts of books and periodicals received by judicial 
officers and judicial employees for official use, and so used 


for official purposes, not be reported as gifts. 
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INSPECTION OF REPORTS 


The Act provides that a copy of the financial disclosure re- 
port filed with the clerk of court is a “public document.” 
Judge Tamm informed the Conference that the Committee 
believes that each court should decide on its own how these 
reports are to be filed in the clerk's office and the manner in 
which they should be made available to the public for inspec- 
tion and copying. 

The Act also requires the Committee, within 15 days after 
any report is received, to “permit inspection by or furnish a 


copy of such report to any person requesting such inspection 
or copy.” Judge Tamm reported that the Committee has 


developed an orderly procedure for handling requests to in- 
spect or copy reports which involves the use of a request 
form. As a matter of policy the Committee will not notify a 
reporting individual that a request has been made to inspect 
his report unless requested to do so by the reporting individual 
and only with respect to requests previously made. At the re- 
quest of the Committee these procedures were approved by 
the Conference. 

The Conference also approved a fee of 25 cents per page to 
be charged by the Ethics Committee for furnishing a copy of 
a document. The discretion given to the Committee to waive 
the copy fee will be exercised by the Chairman. 


RESOLUTIONS PERTAINING TO THE Review COMMITTEE 


Since the Conference-approved program of financial re- 
porting and disclosure, adopted in March 1970, has now 
been superseded by the new Act, the Conference rescinded 
the following resolutions pertaining exclusively to the Review 
Committee: 

1. The March 1970 resolution requiring financial reporting by 
all federal judges (Conf. Rept.. p. 6). 

2. The March 1971 resolution establishing a procedure for re- 
porting the names of judges who failed to report (Conf. 


Rept.. p. 24). 
3. The October 1971 resolution authorizing the Review Com- 


mittee to suggest to a reporting judge that he make in- 
quiry to the Advisory Committee (Conf. Rept., p. 68). 
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4. The October 1972 resolution extending the reporting re- 
quirement to full-time magistrates and full-time referees in 
bankruptcy (Conf. Rept.. p. 42). 

S. The March 1977 resolution extending the reporting require- 
ment to certain other officers and employees of the Federal 
Judiciary (Conf. Rept.. p. 12). 

6. The September 1977 resolution extending the reporting 
requirement to certain public defenders (Conf. Rept.. p. 
59). 

7. The March 1978 resolution directing that the reasons for 
non-filing not be included in public reports (Conf. Rept. 
p. 14). 


APPLICABILITY OF THE CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT 


The Committee perceived that situations may arise in 
which the provisions of the Code of Judicial Conduct for 
United States Judges may appear to vary from the standards 
established under the new Ethics in Government Act. The 
Conference agreed with the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee, that, if this should occur, the stricter standard, whether 
in the Code or in the Act, should apply. 


NOMINEES TO JUDICIAL OFFICE 


To avoid the necessity of prescribing a separate form to be 
filed by judicial nominees, the Conference approved the use 
of the form prescribed by the Office of Government Ethics 
for nominees to positions in the Executive Branch of Govern- 
ment for the reports required of judicial nominees. 


ADVISORY PANEL 


The Conference authorized the Chief Justice to appoint an 
Advisory Panel of the Conference to respond to requests from 
reporting individuals for advice and assistance on problems 
relating to reporting under the Ethics in Government Act of 
1978, so as to insure, insofar as possible, uniformity in re- 
porting under the Act. The Director of the Administrative 
Office was authorized to provide support for the Advisory 
Panel and to incur obligations for this purpose. 


24 


Judge Tamm informed the Conference that the Judicial 
Ethics Committee would consider granting extensions of time, 
up to 90 days, to individuals who request such extensions 
pending action by the Advisory Panel on any request for an 
opinion or advice. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE CODE 
OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT 


The report of the Joint Committee on the Code of Judicial 
Conduct, chaired by Judges Edward A. Tamm and William 
B. Jones, was presented by Judge Tamm. 


INVESTITIVE, CEREMONIAL AND NATURALIZATION 
PROCEEDINGS 


The Conference in September 1978 (Conf. Rept.. p. 55) re- 
turned to the Committee for further study a proposal to amend 
Canon 3A(7) of the Code of Judicial Conduct for United 
States Judges to permit the “taking of still photographs” in 
connection with naturalization and other ceremonial 
ings in the circuit and district courts. Judge Tamm reported 
that the Committee had concluded that the Canon should 
continue to prohibit the broadcasting, televising, recording, 
or taking of photographs in the courtroom and areas im- 
mediately adjacent thereto during sessions of court or recesses 
between sessions, but that an exception should be authorized 
with respect to investitive, ceremonial, and naturalization 
proceedings. The Conference accordingly approved the 
recommendation of the Committee that Canon 3A(7) of the 
Code of Judicial Conduct for United States Judges be amended 
to read as follows: 

7. A judge should prohibit broadcasting, televising, recording, 

or taking photographs in the courtroom and areas im- 

mediately adjacent thereto during sessions of court or re- 

cesses between sessions except that a judge may authorize: 

(a) the use of electronic or photographic means for the 
presentation of evidence, or for the perpetuation of a 
record; and 

(b) the broadcasting, televising, recording. or photograph. 
ing of investitive, ceremonial, or naturalization pro- 
ceedings. 
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Upon recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
also amended the March 1962 resolution pertaining to court- 
room photographs to read as follows: 

RESOLVED. That the Judicial Conference of the United States 
condemns the taking of photographs in the courtroom or its 
environs in connection with any judicial proceedings, and the 


broadcasting of judicial proceedings by radio, television, or 
other means, and considers such practices to be inconsistent 


with fair judicial procedure and that they ought not be per- 
mitted in any federal court. A judge may, however, permit the 
ceodeaciia ae on al hine of i 


Copes OF CONDUCT FOR CLERKS OF COURT AND 
PROBATION OFFICERS 


The Conference in September 1978 (Conf. Rept., p. 54) 
authorized the Advisory Committee on Judicial Activities to 
ion of the codes of conduct for clerks of court and proba- 
tion offices only when requested by the chief judge of a cir- 
cuit court, a chief judge of a district court, or by the Review 
Committee. Upon recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference also authorized the Advisory Committee on Judi- 
cial Activities to render advisory opinions on the Code of Con- 
duct for Clerks of Court when requested by the Chief Judge 
of the Court of Claims or the Chief Judge of the Court of Cus- 
toms and Patent Appeals. 


PARTICIPATION IN BUSINESS CORPORATIONS 


The Conference in September 1963 (Conf. ~ p. 62) 
my pt nae pe ag Eagle. dey n serving 
of an officer, director, or employee of a cor- 
— — for profit. The Committee pointed out 
that the prohibition against a judicial officer serving in a 
business enterprise is now more com covered in 
Canon SC(2) of the Code of Judicial Conduct for United States 
Judges. The Conference approved the Committee's 
that the 1963 resolution be rescinded as being obsolete in view 
of the provisions of the Code. 
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REMITTAL OF DISQUALIFICATION 


The Code of Judicial Conduct for United States Judges does 
not authorize a waiver or remittal of disqualification in any 
situation, although a remitte! of disqualification ts authorized 
in certain situations by the disqualification statute, 28 U.S.C. 
455, and by the Code of Judicial Conduct approved by the 
American Bar Association. Judge Tamm informed the Con- 
ference that the Committee was of the opinion that Canon 3 
of the Code of Judicial Conduct for United States Judges 
should be made consistent with the disqualification statute. 
Accordingly. the Conference approved a recommendation 
that Canon 3 of the Code be amended by including therein a 
new Canon 3D to read as follows: 


D. Remuttal of Disqualification 
A judge disqualified by the terms of Canon 3Ci1). except 
in the circumstances specifically set out in subsections (7) 
through ic). may. invicad of withdrawing from the proceed. 
img. disclose on the record the basis of his disqualification. 
If. based on such disclosure. the parties and lawyers. in- 


dependently of the Judge's participation. all agree im 
writing that the Judge's disqualification should be waived. 


the judge is ne longer disqualified and may participate 
in the proceeding. The agreement. signed by all parties 
and lauvers. shall be incorporated m the record of the 
proceeding 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ACTIVITIES 


The report of the Advisory Committee on Judicial Activi- 
ties, chaired by Judge William B. Jones, was made by Chief 
Judge Frank M. Coffin, a member of the Committee. 

Judge Coffin reported that in the last six months 15 new 
inquiries were received by the Committee compared with 22 
inquiries received during the previous six-month period and 
that the Committee had issued the following formal opinions: 

Advisory Opinion No. 57— Disqualification in a case when a 
controlled subsidiary of a corporation in which a judge owns 
stock 1s a party. 

Advisory Opinion No. 58— Disqualification im a case in which 
in which a relative is employed by a participating law firm. 
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In addition, the Committee is preparing three other formal 
opimions and ts revising its Advisory Opinion No. 54 pertain- 
ing to the propriety of a judge writing a letter of approbation 
or recommendation to an appointing officer. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


The Report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Federal Magistrates System was presented by the Chairman, 
Judge Charles M. Metzner. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, 
Conference approved the following changes in salaries and 
arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrates. Unless 
otherwise indicated, these changes are to become effective 
when appropriated funds are available. The salaries for full- 
time magistrate positions are to be determined in accordance 
with the Judicial Conference Salary Plan. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 


District of Massachusetts 
(1) Authorized a fourth full-time magrstrate position at Bosron. 
District of Rhode Island 


District of Puerto Rico 


(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at Sen Juan. 
(2) Discontinued the combination clerk-magistrate position at San 
Juan, effective upon the appointment of the third full-time 


magistrate. 
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SECOND CIRCUIT 
Daustrict of Connecticut 
(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at Bridgeport to 
full-time status. 
Southern District of New York 


(1) Continved the two full-time magistrate positions at New York 
City. which are duc to expire on May 16. 1979. for additional 
exght-year terms. 

(2) Authorized a seventh full-time magistrate position at New York 
City. 

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Poughkeepsie 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $7,650 per annum. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
astern District of North Carolina 
(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at New Bern to full- 
time status. 
(2) Increased the salary for the part-time magistrate position at 
Wilmington from $3,400 to $4,250 per annum. 
Western Dustnct of Virgima 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate positions at Shenandoah 
National Park, Lynchburg. and Danville for additional four- 
year terms at the currently authorized salaries of $5,950, $4,250. 
and $2,550 per annum, respectively. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Staunton upon 
the expiration of the incumbent's current term of office. 


Southern District of West Virgima 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Charleston for an 
additional eight-year term of office. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate positions at Logan and Lewis- 
burg for additional four-year terms at the currently authorized 
salaries of $1,700 and $8S0 per annum, respectively. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Northern Dustrict of Alabama 
(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at Birmingham. 
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(2) Descontinucd the part-time magistrate positions at ~ Huntsville 
or Decatur” and Florence effective upon the appointment of the 

(3) Authorized a new part-time magistrate position at “Decatur or 
Huntsville” at a salary of $4,250 per annum. 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Tallahassee for 
an additional four-year term at tle currently authorized salary 
of $5,950 per annum. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Panama City for 
an additional four-year term. 

(3) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate positice at 
Panama City from $1,700 to $4,250 per annum. 

Middle District of Georgi 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Columbus for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$14,480 per annum. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of Kentucky 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Lexington for an 
additional eight-year term. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Covington for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$5,950 per annum. 


Western District of Kentucky 


(1) Comverted the part-time magistrate position at Paducah to full- 
time status. 

(2) Authorized the chief deputy clerk at Lewisville to pertorm the 
duties of a part-time magistrate without additional compensa- 
tion. 


Northern District of Ohio 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Cleveland, which 
is due to expire on July 14, 1979. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Central District of Illinois 
(1) Designated the existing full-time magistrate position at Spring- 


and the part-time magistrate position at Sclicville to serve im 
the acw Southern District of IMlimoss. 


Eastern Datnct of Wuconsn 


(1) Authored the clerk of court at Mileaukee t perform the duties 
of a part-tume magistrate for an additiocai four-year term with- 


Dustrnct of North Dekota 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Fargo for an ad- 
ditional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$4.2S0 per annum. 

(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Bismarck from $2.550 to $5.950 per annum. 

(3) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
“Devils Lake or Minnewaukan™ from $1,700 to $2,550 per 
annum 


Dustrict of South Dakota 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate positions at Pierre and Aber- 
deen for additional four-year terms at the currently authorized 
salaries of $12.7S0 and $1,700 per annum. respectively. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Rapid City for 
an additional four-year term. 

(3) Increased the salary for the part-time magistrate position at 
Rapid City from 99.350 to $12.7S0 per annum. 


(4) Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at Mobridge 
and Winner. 
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NINTH CIRCUIT 
Dutrect of Arizona 
(1) Authorized a therd full-time magistrate powtion at Phoenix. 
Central District of California 
(1) Commnawed the part-ome magustrate pownon at Twentynine Palms 
for an additional four-year term af the currently authorized 
salary of 34.250 per annum. 
Southern Dusrrct of Calrformea 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at E) Centro for an 
addimonal four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$24.200 per annem. 


Dusrnct of Idabo 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Boise for an ad- 
G:tiona!l four-year term. 


(2) Increased the salary for the part-time magistrate position at 
Bowe from $3.400 to $14,450 per annum. 


Eastern Durrnc: of Washington 


(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Yakima from $7.650 to $14,450 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 
Dustrct of New Mexico 


(1) Increased the salary for the part-time magistrate position at 
Albuquerque from $14.4S0 to $24.200 per annum. 


District of Wyoming 


(1) Authorized « part-time magistrate position at Rawlins at 6 
salary of SASO per annum 
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SALARIES AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR REFEREES 


The Conference considered the Committee report. together 
with the recommendations of the Director of the Administra- 


SECOND CIRCUIT 


Northern and Southern Districts of New York 


(1) Authorized the full-time referce at Poughkeepsie in the Southern 
District of New York to czercise concurrent jurisdiction with the 
referees of the Northern District of New York in the Counties of 
Columbia, Greene, and Ulster. 

(2) Designated Kingston as a regular place of holding bankruptcy 


court for the referee at Poughkeepsic. 
(3) Directed that the above changes become effective 180 days 


following the date of enactment of Public Law 95-408. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Northern. Central and Southern Districts of Illimouw 


(1) Designated the part-time referee position at Danville in the 
former Eastern District of [Minois as a part-time referee position 
for the new Central District of Ilinois, provided that during the 


period from April | through April 30. 1979 the part-time referee 
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(5S) Designated the full-time referee position at East St. Louis as a 
East St. Louis. Cairo, Benton, and Alton as Gesignated places 
of holding bankruptcy court with the headquarters office to re- 
main a5 at present. 

(6) Directed that these changes become effective on April 1, 1979. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
District of South Dakota 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Dustrnct of Oregon 


(1) Designated Salem and Lincoln City as places of holding bank- 
ruptcy court for the referees in the district in addition to Port- 
land, Eugene. Pendleton, Roseburg. Medford. Klamath Falls, 
Bend, Astoria, Tilamook, The Dalles, Coos Bay, and La Grande. 


REPORTING OF PROCEEDINGS IN THE Bankruptcy Court 
The Act to establish a uniform law on the subject of bank- 


(2) that live reporters be used for all judicial proceedings; 
and (3) that when the volume of business does not warrant 


not to authorize full-time court reporters until the need for 
their services is fully justified, and further directed that, until 
such need is established, contract reporters be authorized. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE PROBATION SYSTEM 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
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Code, to make it a Federal! crime to kill a United States 
probation officer while engaged in the performance of his of- 
ficial duties. See Conf. Repts. Mar. 1970, p. 28; Mar. 1971. 
p. 48; and Sept. 1974, p. 64. The Committee pointed out 
that the shooting of two probation officers while in the per- 
formance of their duties—one in Memphis in May 1973 and 
the other in the District of Columbia in June 1974—previously 
demonstrated the need for the legislation. Last December 
a probation officer in Laredo, Texas, was killed from ambush 
as he approached the Federal building. The Committee asked 
that the Conference resolution be renewed. 

It was the view of the Conference, however, that bankruptcy 
judges and United States magistrates were equally in need of 
any protection that may be offered by their inclusion in this 
statute. The Conference thereupon approved the drafi !egis- 
lation submitted by the Committee with an amendment to 
include bankruptcy judges and United States magistratzs. 


PRETRIAL SERVICES AGENCIES 


The Pretrial Services Agencies, established by the Director 
of the Administrative Office on a demonstration basis in ten 
representative district courts pursuant to Title II of the 
Speedy Trial Act of 1974, have now been in operation an 
average of 34 months. During this period the Administrative 
Office has been compiling statistical information on the opera- 
tion of these agencies and is now preparing to submit to the 
Congress a comprehensive report containing the Director's 
views and recommendations pertaining to the administration 
and operation of the pretrial services agencies established 
pursuant to the Act. The report is due on or before July 1, 
1979. 

Judge Tjoflat informed the Conference that the Committee 
had reviewed a preliminary draft of a report based on the 
Statistical information collected to date. Further examination 
of the data is necessary before final conclusions can be drawn 
and recommendations presented. Since the Conference is not 
expected to meet again before the due date of the report, the 
Conference authorized the Committee to exercise continued 
oversight of the completion of the Director's report, approve 
the final recommendations to be included in the report, and 
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authorize, on behalf of the Conference. the release of the 
Director's report to the Congress. 


MANDATORY RETIREMENT 


In September 1977 (Conf. Rept.. p. 73) the Conference, on 
recommendation of the Committee, approved guidelines to 
assist the Director of the Administrative Office in exercising 
his authority to exempt a probation officer from the manda- 
tory separation required by law. Judge Tjoflat informed the 
Conference that the Committee has been contacted by several 
chief judges who have expressed their concern that the Direc- 
tor has denied exemptions despite their recommendations. 
The District Judges Association of the Fourth Circuit has 
asked the Conference to 2mend the guidelines to authorize an 
exemption “if the district judges of the district are unanimous 
in the desire for the exemption.” 

Judge Tjoflat reported that the Committee had reviewed 
the first year's experience under the mandatory separation 
provisions of the Civil Service Retirement Act and had re- 
viewed a memorandum from the Civil Service Commission 
concerning the appointment of a mandatorily separated law 
enforcement officer as a teemoloyed annuitant and an opinion 
of the General Counsel of the Administrative Office holding 
that the Director is the “head of the agency” when imple- 
menting the national retirement program. Based on its review 
the Committee concluded that the Director of the Adminis- 
trative Office has properly discharged his responsibilities 
under the law and that there is no need for an amendment of 
the Conference-approved guidelines. The Conference agreed 
with the Committee's conclusion. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
CRIMINAL LAW 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Criminal Law was presented by the Chairman, Judge Alexan- 
der Harvey II. 
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USE OF THE SPANISH LANGUAGE IN THE UNITED 
States District COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
PueRTO Rico 


H.R. 13950. 9Sth Congress. would authorize the use of the 
Spanish language as the official language for the conduct of 
proceedings in criminal cases in the District Court for the 
District of Puerto Rico. The Committee recommended that 
the Conference oppose the enactment of this legislation in the 
form proposed by H.R. 13950. After full discussion the Con- 
ference adopted the following resolution: 


RESOLVED: The Conference takes no position concerning 
the policy implications of proposed legislation which would 
authorize the use of Spanish in the United States District 
Court for the District of Puerto Rico. However. the Conference 
opposes the enactment by Congress of a bill similar to H.R. 
13950. introduced in the 95th Congress. unless proper con- 
sideration is given to the following practical effects of this 
legislation which would have an adverse impact on the adminis 
tration of justice. both as to trials in the United States District 
Court of Puerto Rico and as to appeals from such court to the 
First Circuit: 

1. The problem of adapting an English-speaking Federal 
court system based on interpretations of cases and statutes 
written in the English language to cases involving Spanish- 
speaking defendants; 

2. Greatly increased expenses, including costs requ.red 
for additional equipment. space and personnel: 

3. Delays in both trials and appeals; 

4. Difficulties in obtaining Spanish-speaking reporters. 
translators and other necessary personnel; and 

S. Difficulties arising from delays in the immediate review 
by the court of appeals of stays and emergency orders. 


TRANSPORTATION EXPENSES FOR DEFENDANTS IN 
CRIMINAL CASES 


A recent amendment to the Criminal Code authorizes the 
payment of the transportation expenses of a defendant in a 
criminal proceeding to the place of holding court without the 
necessity of traveling in the custody of a law enforcement of- 
ficer. Payment of transportation expenses may be made in 
the discretion of the district court. 
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It was brought to the attention of the Committee. however. 
that the new legislation provides only for the transportation 
expenses of a defendant to the place of holding court for the 
purpose of participating in a proceeding. but does not provide 
for the payment of return transportation expenses. The Con- 
ference. upon recommendation of the Committee. approved 
a proposal to amend the statute to authorize the payment of 
the travel expenses of a defendant for the return of the in- 
dividual from the place of holding court to the place of 
arrest. or the defendant's home. whichever ts closest to the 
place of release. The Director of the Administrative Office 
was authorized to draft suitable legislation and to transmit it 
to the Congress for its consideration. 


COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT 
THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


The report of the Committee to Implement the Criminal 
Justice Act was presented by a member of the Committee. 
Judge Oliver Gasch. in the absence of the Chairman, Judge 
Dudley B. Bonsal. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Conference authorized the Director of the Adminis- 
trative Office to distribute copies of the report on appoint- 
ments and payments under the Criminal Justice Act for the 
fiscal year 1978 to all chief judges. all federal defender 
organizations and to others who may request copies. The re- 
port indicated that the sum of $24,000,000 was appropriated 
by Congress for the administration of the Act during the fiscal 
year 1978. including $250,000 for the liquidation of obligations 
carried forward from the previous year. During the year ap- 
proximately 45,000 persons were represented under the Act, 
a decrease of about 2.3 percent from the fiscal year 1977, but 
an increase of about 1.8 percent over the comparable period 
in 1976. Federal public defenders represented 13,725 persons 
during the year and the community defenders represented 
6.39% persons. Collectively, these offices accounted for 45 


percent of all representations. 
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The average cost of representation under the Criminal Jus- 
twee Act. including appeal. was $454 per case for private panel 
attorneys. $464 per case for community defender organiza- 
tons, and $524 per case for Federal public defender offices. 


Grant REQUESTS—COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference considered grant requests from seven com- 
munity defender organizations and approved sustaining 
grants for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1980 as fol- 


lows: 
Federal Defenders of San Diego. Inc. $738.000 
Federal Defender Program. Inc.— 
Atlanta. Georgia 231.000 
Federal Defender Program. Inc. 
Chicago. Ilinots 404.000 


Legal Aid and Defender Association 
of Detrou. Michigan. Federal 


Federal Defender Services Unit of 

the Legal Aid Society of New York 1,089,000 
Federal Defender. Inc. 

Portland. Oregon 241.000 
Federal Court Division of the Defender 

Association of Philadelphia 373,000 


COMMUNITY DEFENDERS—CONDITIONS OF A GRANT 


In September 1978 (Conf. Rept.. p. 83) the Conference was 
informed that the Administrative Office had been directed to 
draft an agreement to be executed annually by community 
defender organizations and forwarded with each request for a 
grant. A draft of a proposed agreement was circulated to all 
community defender organizations for comment, and then 
considered by the Committee. 

After study the Committee determined to recommend that 
each sustaining grant to a community defender organization, 
approved by the Conference, be made subject to certain 
terms and conditions. The Committee submitted a draft of 
“conditions of grant’ and recommended that each year, com- 
mencing with grants for the fiscal year 1980, each community 
defender organization be required to accept these conditions 
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prior to the receipt of any payments under the erant. The 
recommendation of the Committee was approved by the Con- 
ference. 


AMENDMENTS TO Criminat Justice Act GUIDELINES 


Judge Gasch. on behalf of the Committee. submitted pro- 
posed amendments to the Guidelines for the Administratior 
of the Criminal Justice Act to accomplish the following: 

1. Permit all defender organizations to incur expenses for in- 
vestigative. expert and other services without reference to 
limitations contained in 18 U.S.C. 3006A(eXK2) and (3). 
provided that the total expenditures for these services do 
not exceed the budget or grant authorizations for these 
categories of expenses: 

2. Provide for interim payments of compensation to counsel 
and others when considered necessary in a special case: 

3. Clarify the guidelines pertaining to the allocation between 
the Department of Justice and the Administrative Office 
of the costs and fees for the services of psychiatrists and 
other experts: 

4. Clarify the guidelines relating to the payment by the Depart- 
ment of Justice of fees and expenses of fact witnesses in 
habeas corpus actions brought in the Federal courts: and 

5. Clarify the types of items and services of a personal nature 
which are not reimbursable under the Criminal Justice Act. 

The amendments to the guidelines were approved by the 
Conference as submitted. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CRIMINAL JusTICE ACT 


The Conference in September 1977 (Conf. Rept., p. 88) 
authorized the transmission to Congress of proposed amend- 
ments to the Criminal Justice Act which would conform the 
Act to the provisions of the Juvenile Delinquency Act and the 
Parole Commission and Reform Act, provide counsel for 
grand jury witnesses who are putative defendants, and 
authorize expert services necessary for adequate representa- 
tion. At the request of Judge Gasch, the Conference reaffirmed 
its previous action and authorized the resubmission to the 
Congress of these proposed amendments to the Criminal 
Justice Act. 
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Assistant Feperat Pustic Derenpers—Name CHECKS 


The Commuttee recommended that the Conference rescind 
its requirement that prospective assistant Federal public 
defenders be subject to name checks by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation prior to their appointment (Mar. 1976 Conf. 
Rept.. p. 24). leaving the question of background investiga- 
ee ee eee See ae 

ders. Emplovees of community defender organizations are 
not subject to the name check requirement. Recently, Federal 
public defenders have been experiencing difficu!ty in recruit- 
ing qualified assistants in view of the delay being encountered 
in obtaining name checks. The recommendation was ap- 
proved by the Conference. 


COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION 
OF THE JURY SYSTEM 


Chief Judge C. Clyde Atkins, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Operation of the Jury System. presented the report of 
the Committee. 


Pusuic Drawinc oF Juror NaMeS 


Judge Atkins informed the Conference that the Jury System 
Improvements Act of 1978, 28 U.S.C. 186% k). authorizes the 
Judicial Conference to adopt regulations governing the man- 
ner of drawing juror names from the jury wheels when such 
drawing is made by electronic data processing. To implement 
this provision of law, the Committee submitted the follow- 
ing resolution which was adopted by the Conference: 

The Judicial Conference of the United States adopts this 
regulation under the authority vested in it by section 186%k) 
of tithe 28, United States Code. in respect to the public draw- 
ing of juror names from the master and qualified jury wheels 
as required by 28 U.S.C. 1864 and 1866. 

1. The term “reasonable public notice” shall mean the post- 
ing of a written announcement as to the scheduled drawing on 
a bulletin board or at another public place within the court. 
house at the place of holding court at which jurors being se- 
lected in the drawing will serve. Other methods of communica- 
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ton may also be emplowed at the drcretion of cach Unned 
States distrect court. Thr posting of other announcement shall 
take place at swch reasonable tome mm advance of the drawing 
a: the Sntnct court shall om ms discretion determine 
2. In those sudicial Grstricts utilizing automated data pro- 
cessing equipment mm thew jury sclection processes. the public 
Graeing requirement shall apply only to the scicction of a start- 
ing sumber and imterval (“quonent ) «tech shall govern the 
selection of puror names from the orga! source Insts. It shall 
nat be deemed to require any public observance of the actual 
computer operations 
3. In order to ensure the exercise of proper supervision and 
management over the automated aspects of jury sciection and 
ts accordance ewth statutory requirements. the district courts 
Gexribed in paragraph 2 shall comply eh the followimg prace- 
dures 
A. The court shall nse to the operator of the computer 
shall be performed by the computer equipment. Such m- 
structions for random sciection of grand and pete jurors by 
data processing methods may be referred to m the district 
court's plan for random sciection of grand and petit jurors 
and shall be available for inspection by the public 
B. Upon the compiction of the data procewing work 
required of the computer facilities. the court shall require 
the execution of an affidavit by the agency providing the 
cA perjury that the procedures set down by the court govern- 
ing the selection of its jurors have been fully met im the auto 
mated phase of the selection process. 
C. The clerk or jury commission shall than receive into 
the permanent records of the court the selection imstructions 


to the computer facthty and the affidavit oy the representative 
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against the employer and authorizes the payment of compen- 
sation and necessary expenses to the extent previded under 
the Criminal Justice Act. The scope of the district corrt’s 
discretion in appointing counsel is not defined nor ts it stated 
whether an appointment must be contingent upon the juror’s 
inability to afford retained counsel. 

The Committee submitted a draft of a bill amending the 
Jury System Improvements Act of 1978 to provide that a 
jurors attorney fees may be taxed as costs against an em- 
ployer if such fees have been expended from government 
funds. as well as when the juror has retained and paid for his 
own counsel. The Conference approved the draft bill and 
authorized its submission to the Congress. 

Upon the recommendation of the Committee. the Confer- 
ence also adopted the following guideline: 

In authorizing the appointment of counsel to represent a 
juror claiming the violation by his employer of his right to 
perform jury service, 28 U.S.C. 187Sid). does not require a 
showing by the juror of financial need as a prerequisite to such 
appomtment or to the compensation of appointed counsel 
from appropriated funds available to the courts. It is recom- 
mended. however. that a district court confronted with a re- 
quevt by a juror for the appointment of counsel first advise the 
jwror that he may retain counsel and be awarded attorney's 
fees as costs of he prevails in the action. 


Juries iw Bankruptcy Cases 
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1. All courts of the United States conducting jury triak 
shall adhere to the polis prescribed for Federal ory sclection 
by the Congress im the Jury Sclection and Service Act of 1908. 
as amended. 28 U.S.C. 1861 ef seg. 


2. The plans for random sciection of grand and petit jurors 
adopted by cach United States district court with the approval 
of its reviewing pancl under 28 U.S.C. 1863 shall be deemed 
to govern jury selection by the bankruptcy court fo that jod)- 
cial Gestrict as well. 

3. The clerk of jury commission of cach United States Grtrkt 
court shall upon request by the clerk of the bankruptcy court 
for that district supply to the bankruptcy court a sefficient 
number of jurors for use in ts scheduled jury trish. Sech 
perors may continuc to be utilized by the district court ff not 
selected or when not serving in the bankruptcy court. 


4. Each bankruptcy court shall cooperate with ime Gistrict 
court clerk im the umplementation of those jury utilization 
techmgucs which are emploved by the district court m the 
interest of efficient and economical usage of jurors. including 
other procedures regularly followed by the clerk of jury com- 
mission of the district court at the direction of its judges. 


Juror Fo 


Judge Atkins called attention to a situation in the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania in which a new trial was required be- 
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lwuRies TO JuRORS 


The Conference in March 1974 (Conf. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The written report of the Committee on Intercircult Assign- 
ments. submitted by the Chairman. Judge George L. Hart. 


Jr.. was received by the Conference. 


16. 1978 through February 15. 1979. the 


— 
rt 


* 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE DISPOSITION 
OF COURT RECORDS 


The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Disposition of 
Court Records. chaired by Judge Walter }). Cummings. was 
a eS. ae a member of the Com- 


” Sipliin Wiad caliaseeh 
draft schedule for the disposition of the records of the United 


draft schedules limit the types of district court records which 
are to be maintained permanently to indices, judgment and 
order books. certain recorded documents, domestic relations 
records, certain sealed records. and docket sheets. except 
those of United States commissioners and magistrates in petty 
offense cases which are to be retained for five years only. All 
other rccords are to be considered temporary. The draft 
sched ale assigns retention periods up to 23 years for crizsimal 
case files. 

At the request of Judge Kunzig the Conference authorized 
the circulation of the Committee's report. including the draft 
disposition schedule and program. to judges and other inter- 
ested officers in the district courts with the request that com- 
ments thereon be submitted to the Committec. 

Judge Kunzig informed the Conference that. upon 
tion of its work on the records of the district courts, the Com- 
mittee would consider disposition schedules for the records of 
the courts of appeals and other federal courts. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the recent death of Judge Carl A. Weinman, a 
former member of the Conference and Chairman of the 


Budget Committee. the Conference adopted the following 
resolution. 


Howoraste Cant A. Weinman 


With deep sorrow. the Judicial Conference of the United 
“Mates pays tribute to a respected colleaguc. Cari A Weinman. 
who died on February 5, 1979. 
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After serving 2s 2 Judge of the Court of Common Picas with 
Jefierson County, Obeo. for tecive wears. Jodge Weinman was 
sppomnted a Usuted States District Jodge for the Southern 
Dntrct of Otuo on September 8. 1959. becoming Chicf Jodgc 
im 1991 and taking senior states on March |. 1973. 

Throughout bis years on the federal bench be provided in- 
valuable service to the Judicial Conference. both as 2 Confer- 
ence member from 1999 to 1972. and as 2 Committee memixr. 
He began bis tour with the Comeitice on the Bodgct in 1960. 
and continued eith that Committce until 1978. scrving 2s 
Chairman from 1971 to 1978. Bat for his able avsistance and 
hes abulety to present cxplanatioms of the needs of the podsciary. 
ehile marmtaneng bes seme of respomsibelety to the Congress 
and the public ee would be without many of the great strides 
whach have been made over the pawt years im the improvement 
of jastice. 

in the words of Judge Cari B. Rubin. who succeeded him on 
the District Court, “The passing of Judge Cari A. Weinman 
brings te an end almost twenty years of Gedicated podicial ser 
ver for thn community Hn uenermng endervianding of briman 
nature. together with his stature as 2 legal scholar. corsyned 
to provide a pert’ of rare ability and talent. We were richer 
for bis presence. We are poorer for his lou.” 

The Judicial Conference mourms bis paveng and directs that 
a copy of thn resolution be tramsemetted to hn exdoe 


Noting also the recent death of Warren Olney I. a former 
distinguished Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, the Conference adopted the following 
resolution: 


Warren Ovney Ill 


The Judicial Conference of the United States sadly notes the 
passing of Warren Olney Ill. former Director of the Adminis 
trative Office of the United States Courts. on December 20. 
1978. 

Warren Olney's illustrious career in public service spanned 
a period of almost forty years. beginning im California as a 
County Deputy District Attorney. Betweer periods of private 
practice he served the State of California as Avsistant Attorney 
General in charge of the Criminal Division. and as Chief Coun. 
sel to the Special Crime Study Commision on Orgamzed Crime 
in California. His reputation for and dedication to excellence 


45 


meat ied to am appoentement as Asertant Attorecy General of 
the Unwed States = the Creminal Deion. Department of 
Justece. ender Attorney General Herbert Browencil. 


Im 1958. lews than 2 wear after icaving the Department of 
Justce. at the ergeng of Chocf Justice Warren. be accepted the 
challenge of succeeding Heary P. Chandicr. the frat Director 
of the Ac “anestratwe Office of the United States Courts. upon 
éevelopmen of the organusinon estabinhed by the Admins: 
tratwe Office Act of 1999 


Over the neat ten wears. Warren Olecy was responsible for 
a wide range of ace concepts im jodicial sedeministration. To 
hum must go much of the credit for the creation of the Federal 
Judicxal Center. recognizing that the function of rescarch and 
development vhowld be sepsr*ted from that of operatioms 

As a man of great legal ees profewmonal imicgrity. be 
was Gedicated to cucelicnce in all that be God. 2 Gedication 
hon of ws all. 

The Judicial C onference mourms brs passing and directs that 
a copy of thn resolution be tramumetted to bn eidow 
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PRETERMISSION OF TERMS OF THE COURTS 
OF APPEALS 


The Conference. pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48. approved the 
pretermission of a June 1979 term of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit at Asheville. North Caro- 
lina. and approved the pretermission of terms of the Courts 
of Appeals for the Fifth. Eighth and Tenth Circuits during 
the calendar vear 1979 as follows: in the Fifth Circuit. at all 
places except New Orleans. in ihe Eighth Circuit. at all places 
except St. Louis and St. Paul; and in the Tenth Circuit. at all 
places except Denver. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 
The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters 
considered at this session where necessary for legislative or 


administrative actior. 


Warren E. Burger 
Chief Justice of the United States 


May 16, 1979 
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THE JU DECTAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES, LSC. BD 


£33) Komees co tee Unsere Srares 


The Ctuct Jewece of the Unned States shall summon annually the chec! podge of cach 
podasal crows, the chuct podge of the Court of Class, the clue! judge of the Court of 
(Custom and Parent Appeah, and a dewtrat rudge from cach pedicual crcen to a conference 
at wach tome and place m the Unwed States a) be may Gewagmate He shall prewde af ouch con. 
ference ehach shall be Lnoen a the Juda! Conference of the UVened States. Spec! cs 
woms of the comference may be called by the Chuct Jestece at seach tomes and places a: be m2) 


dong naic 


The Getrat pudge to be summoned from cach pudacsal Corcws shall be chosen by the rcen 
and drtrnt pudges of the orcunt at the annual pudanal comference of the Groen held purvuant 
to sevtaon 333 of thes take and shall serve a a member of the conference for three succemve 
years, choepe that om the year folloeug the enactment of the amended section the pudges m 
the fru, fourth, seventh, and tenth crcunts shall choose a Gretract pudge to serve for one year, 
the pudges m the scoond, fifth. and aghth corcusts shall choose a dutrat judge to serve for 
teo vears and the pudges m the therd, woth, ath, and Deetrat of Colemina crcuns shall 
choowe a Getrnt pedge to werve for three years 


if the ctuet pedge of any crocus of the dtr podge chosen by the podges of the Gorcent 4 
unatic to attend. the Chuet Juste may semmon any other corust or Grurkt pudge from woh 
crows. If the chuet pudge of the Court of Claum or the ctuet pudge of the Court of Custom 
and Patemt Appeals » unabic to atiend, the Chuef Justice may summon an avcciate pudge of 
seach cowrt Ewery pudge summoned shall atiend and, unlew cucuved by the Chucf Justice, 
shall remamm throughout the sewwons of the conference and advise as to the needs of br cr 
owl of cowrt and as to any matters mm respect of ehach the adeemmtraton of pustice m the 
courts of the Limmed Staces may be enproved 


The comfterence shall make a comprehenwre servey of the condmon of buwnew m the 
courts of the Laned States and prepare plan for aeugnment of wdges to of from crrcunts or 
drtrats ehere mevevsary. and shall wubhme suggestion to the various courts, m the meres of 
umformey and capedmnion of Pune 


The conference shall alo carry on a continuows tudy of the operation and effect of the 
ececral rules of practne and procedure noe of hereafter om ase as presribed by the Supreme 
( owrt for the other courts of the Laned States purwuant to lae Sach changes m and add 
trams to these ruhes as the conteremce may deem dewr atic to promote wmphcity mm procedure. 
farrmess on adenenestratvon. the pust determination of tigation. and the chememation of unyus 
tifaie capense and delay shall he recommended by the Comferemce from tume to teme to the 
Supreme ( owrt for as comuder ation and adoption, mad: x ation oF rejection, m acoordance 
enh ae 


The Attorney Croneral shall, upon requew of the C heeft Jesteoe, report to sach conference 
om matters relateng to the buwnes of the several courts of the Lianed States, enh partnwlar 
reterence to cases to ehh the Linned Sates © 2 party 


The (heef Jester shall whee to Congres an annual repert of the proceedings of the 
Judnial Canteremoe and nts recommendation for legrdatron 
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(vii) 
Coeensece to Implement the Criminal Justice Act (cont'd) 


Report of the Proceedings 
of the Judicial 


Conference of the United States 


September 19-20, 1979 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened on 
September 19, 1979, pursuart to the call of the Chief Justice 
of the United States, issued under 28 U.S.C. 331, and con- 
tinued in seasion on September 20. The Chief Justice presided 
and the following members of the Conference were present. 


Fost Circe’ 
Chicf Judge Frank M. Coffin 
Chicf Judge Raymond J. Pettine, District of Rhode Island 


Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Irving R. Kaufman 
Chief Judge T. Emmet Clarice, District of Connecticut 


Chief Judge Collins J. Seitz 
Judge Alfred L. Leongo, Eastern District of Pennysivania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Clement F. Mayneworth, Jr. 
Judge Charles E. Simons, Jr., District of South Carolina* 


Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge John R. Brown 
Chief Judge William C. Keady, Northern District of Mississippi 


Siath Circuit: 
Chief Judge George C. Badwards, Jr. 
Chief Judge Charies M. Allan, Western District of Kentucky 


Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Thomas E. Fairchild 
Judge S. Hugh Dillin, Southern District of Indiana 


* Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Judge Robert R. Merhige, Jr., 
who was unable to attend 
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Chief Judge James R_ Browning 
Judge Morell E. Sharp, Western District of Washington 


Tenth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Olrwer Seth 

Chief Judge Howard C. Bratton, District of New Mexico 
District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Skelly Wright 
Chief Judge William B. Bryant, District of Columbia 


the United States Courts; Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Deputy 
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REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


une 30, 1979, were 154,666, an increase of 11.5 
138,770 civil cases filed during the previous 
During year there were 143,323 civil cases ter- 
, compared with 125,914 terminated during the 
. On June 30, 1979, there were 177,805 civil ac- 
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a three-year downward trend in the filing of bankruptcy cases. 
During the year there were 209,316 bankruptcy cases closed, 
an on June 30, 1979, there were 258,168 bankruptcy cases 
pending on the dockets. 


REPORT OF THE FEDERAL 
JUDICIAL CENTER 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Professor A. 
Leo Levin, reported that during 1979 the Center has been 
engaged in the task of providing orientation to new judges ap- 
pointed under the 1978 Omnibus Judgeship Act and to sup- 
porting personne! who have entered on duty in the judiciary as 
a comsequence of the increase in positions. 
Center is continuing its development of COURTRAN and has 
made available to a number of district courts programs to 
assist them in mecting the requirements of the Speedy Trial 
Act of 1974. The Center has also been working on problems 


of complex civil litigation, aspects of the jury system and ser- 
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Multidistrict Litigation indicated that during the year ending 
June 30, 1979 the Panel had acted upon 1,064 actions 
that 936 civil 
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JUmQAL TENURE 


The Conference in March 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 4) after 
reviewing a draft of proposed amendments to 28 U.S.C. 332 
to clarify the powers of the judicial councils of the circuits to 
adopt procedures for the examination of judicial conduct in 
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Judge Hunter informed the Conference 
to amend 28 U.S.C. 372 rather than 28 U.S.C. 3 
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TRIAL OF PRoTRACTED CASES 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the Committee 
had considered a suggestion for the creaiion of a special panel 
of judges to be available to undertake the triai of protracted 
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EQUAL EEMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


On June 5, 1979, a **Petition Seeking the Adoption of 
Equal Employment Opportunity Plans by the Federal 
Judiciary’’ was filed with the Judicial Conference on behalf 
of twelve organizations representing minorities. The petition, 
based upon a survey by the Southern Regional Council, states 
that “‘equal employment opportunity has been and continues 
to be denied to both women and blacks by federal courts in 
the South. There is every reason to believe that those 
discriminatory patterns exist in federal courts in other areas of 
our nation."” Without conceding that there has been dis- 
crimination, the Committee unanimously recommended, and 
the Conference adopted, the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States reaffirms its 
resolution of 1966, endorsing a national policy of a positive 
program for equal opportunity of employment. In furtherance 
of that endorsement, the Cc tvrittee on Court Administration, 
with the assistance of the Adnussitrative Office, is directed to 
prepare a model affirmative action plan, for adoption by cach 
federal court, with regard to the selection and promotion of 
employees, and is further directed to present that model plan to 
the Conference for approval at the March 1980 session. Upon 
such approval, cach federal court shall adopt and implement a 
plan based thereon. Any modification of the model plan by a 
court must first be approved in its circuit by the Circuit Council 
thereof. A copy of cach plan and any subsequent modifications 
shall be filed with the Administrative Office. Each court shall 
annually submit a report on the implementation of its affir- 
mative action plan to the Administrative Office for inclusion in 
the Director's Annual Report to the Judicial Conference. 


RENTAL OF SPACE AND FACILITIES 


The annual Appropriation Act for the Federal Judiciary 
contains an iter for Space and Facilities’’ which is available 
for the rental of space required for the operation of the 
courts. Appropriated funds are paid over to the Administra- 
tor of General Services for the space occupied by the Judicial 
Branch and these funds are, in turn, deposited by the Admin- 
istrator into the Federal Buildings Fund. The Fund is used to 
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cover the expenses of operating federally-owned buildings and 
the cost of renting space in privately-owned buildings. 


The Fund, however, is not a revolving account. Congress 
must appropriate the moncy to be spent from the Fund and 
usually imposes limits on the amount the Administrator can 
obligate and disburse for the rental of space. The Office of 
Management and Budget apporiions the limitation of expen- 
ditures among all government agencies on a quarterly basis. 
Even though there is adequate funding to pay for all space re- 
quired by the Federal Judiciary, the Administrator of General 
Services may be unable to provide space because of a 
““freeze’’ oa the availability of furds to rent space in 
privately-owned buildings. 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that in an attempt 
to obtain relief from any limitation imposed on the Judiciary 
by the Executive Branch of the Government, the Director of 
the Administrative Office of the United States Courts had re- 
quested the Chairman of the Senate Appropriations Subcom- 
mittee for the Treasury, Postal Service and General Govern- 
ment to include a statement in the 1980 appropriations bill 
that the Judicial Branch shall be provided space and facilities 
to the extent of funds appropriated for that purpose in 
Judiciary Appropriation Acts. Upon recommendation of the 
Committee, the Conference endorsed the action taker by the 
Director and authorized him to continue to seek this legisla- 
tion. 


SPACE UTILIZATION 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the House Ap- 
propriations Subcommittee for the Treasury, Postal Service 
and General Government had expressed ncern over the 
utilization of space by the Judiciary and that the House Sub- 
committee on Appropriations for the Judiciary had also 
stated its belief that bankruptcy judges and magistrates do not 
require facilities comparable to those being provided to circuit 
and district judges. In this regard the Committee had reviewed 
space guidelines for bankruptcy judges and magistrates 
prepared by the Administrative Office in coordination with 
the General Services Administration and the Director's Ad- 
visory Committee of Bankruptcy Judges. Although the guide- 
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lines called for less space for both bankruptcy judges and 
magistrates than for circuit and district judges, it was the view 
of the Committee that experience under the new Bankrupicy 
Code and the new Magistrates A may require changes in the 
guidelines. Upon recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference approved the guidelines as interim guidelines, 
subject to later evaluation. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 


The Omnibus Judgeship Act of 1978, P.L. 95-486, created 
only two of the three additional judgeships recommended by 
the Judicial Conference for the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia Circuit. Since the recom- 
mendation for three additional judgeships was originally 
made, the caseload of the court has increased and has grown 
more complex. The Conference thercupon recommended the 
creation of one additional judgeship for the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. 


NATIONAL BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS 


H.R. 2061 and H.R. 2105, 96th Congress, are bills to 
establish a National Bureau of Justice Statistics. It was the 
view of the Committee that the statistical programs operated 
by the Administrative Office adequately serve the needs of the 
Federal Judiciary and that the Administrative Office is the ap- 
propriate agency to collect information on the operation of 
the courts. Statistical information compiled in the Ad- 
ministrative Office is readily available to the Department of 
Justice, to the Congress and to any Government agency. The 
Committee therefore recommended disapproval of any 
legislation which would duplicate in another governmental 
unit the statistical authority now assigned to the Administra- 
tive Office under Title 28, United States Code. The Commit- 
tee further recommended that in the event 2 Bureau of Justice 
Statistics is established, the Bureau’s board include a member 
of the Judicial Branch of the Government, either a Federz! 
judge or a representative of the Administrative Office. These 
recommendations were approved by the Conference. 
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FEDERAL COURTS IMPROVEMENT 
AcT oF 1979 


S. 1477, 96th Congress, is a bill to provide for im- 
provements in the structure and administration of the Federal 
courts and for other purposes. It has been favorably reported 
by the Senate Judiciary Committee. Judge Hunter informed 
the Conference that the bill contains several titles and sub- 
parts which the Committee had separately considered. 

A. Selection and Tenure of Chief Judges: Part A of Title | of 
S. 1477 would provide that the judge who is senior in commis- 
sion, age 64 or under, and who has served one year or more on 
the court shall be the chief judge. A chief judge would serve 
for a term of seven years or until attaining 70 years of age. 
The Committee recommended and the Conference approved 
these provisions of the bill. 

B. Appellate Panels: Part B of Title I of S. 1477 would 
amend Sections 45(b) and 46(b) and (c) of Title 28, United 
States Code. The amendment to Section 45(b) would give ac- 
tive judges precedence over senior circuit judges. The amend. 
ment to Section 46(b) would require at least three judges on an 
appellate panel, two of whom must be judges of the court, 
unless such judges are disqualified. The amendment does not 
distinguish between active and senior judges of the court. The 
amendment to Section 46(c) also requires a panel of at _ 
three judges. 

The Committee perceived a potential problem arising in ‘the 
event of illness, death, or vacancy, or in a situation in which 
the caseload is so heavy as to prevent active circuit judges 
from handling appeals in timely fashion. This is especially 
pertinent in a court of appeals with a small number of judges, 
such as the First Circuit, which may not be able to sit because 
of the availability of only one active circuit judge. Otherwise, 
the Committee saw no objection to these proposals and they 
were approved by the Conference. 

C. Membership of Judicial Councils: Part C of Title I of 
S.1477 would restructure the judicial councils of the circuits 
and provide for district judge membership. The circuit council 
would consist of the chief judge of the circuit, a number of 
circuit judges to be fixed by majority vote of all active circuit 
judges of the circuit, and a number of district judges also to 
be fixed by majority vote of all active circuit judges. Terms of 
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members of the council would be established by majority vote 
of all active judges of the circuit. The circuit council would be 
authorized to conduct hearings, take sworn testimony and 
issue subpoenas. Upon recommendation of the Committee, 
the provisions of Part C of Title | were approved by the Con- 
ference. 

D. Retirement and Resignation: Part D of Title I of S. 1477 
would amend 28 U.S.C. 371 to permit a judge who resigns his 
office at age 65 with 15 years of service to continue to receive 
an annuity equal to the salary which he was receiving when he 
resigned. This provision of the bill was approved by the Con- 
ference. The Conference also reaffirmed its approval of a pro- 
posal to permit a judge to retain his office but retire from 
regular active service whenever the combination of his age and 
years of service as a judge equal eighty. 

E. Assignments of Judges to Managerial Positions: Part E of 
title | of S. 1477 would authorize the temporary assignment of 
an Article III judge to a limited number of managerial posi- 
tions in the Judicial Branch of the Government. Upon recom- 
mendation of the Committee this provision was approved by 
the Conference. 


F. Interlocutory Appeals: Part A of Title Il of S. 1477 would 
amend 28 U.S.C. 1292(b) to permit an appeal from a decision 
of a district court, not otherwise appealable, ‘if the court of 
appeals determines in its discretion that an appeal is required 
in the interests of justice and because of the extraordinary im- 
portance of the case.’ In these circumstnces the certificate of 
a district judge would not be required. 

It was the view of the Committee that this provision was 
quite unnecessary. The Committee knew of no case in which 
the interests of justice were irreparably damaged because a 
district court has refused to certify an interlocutory order or 
appeal. To add this language to the statute would encourage 
lawyers to seek leave from the court of appeals for review of 
interlocutory orders when the district court has refused a Sec- 
tion 1292(b) certificate. This proposal was disapproved by the 
Conference. 

G. Transfer to Cure Want of Jurisdiction:Part B of Title Il 
of S. 1477 would add a new Section 1631 to Title 28, United 
States Code, to authorize the transfer of an improperly filed 
case from one court to another. A similar proposal had pre- 
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viously been approved by the Conference (Conf. Rept., Mar. 
1978, p. 11). Upon recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference reaffirmed its approval of this proposal. 

H. Interest on Judgements and Prejudgement Interest: Part 
C of Title Il of S. 1477 would amend 28 U.S.C. 1961 with 
respect to interest on civil money judgements. First, the in- 
terest rate would be “‘the rate established pursuant to Section 
6621 of the Internal Revenue Code”’ rather than the “‘rate 
allowed by State law."’ Secondly, the court would be autho- 
rized to award interest measured from the time that the par- 
ty against whom damages have been awarded became aware 
of his potential liability or from the time that he should have 
become aware of such liability, but, in any case, not to exceed 
a period of five years.’’ The Conference approved these provi- 
sions of the bill, except the provision that would link the in- 
terest rate to Section 6621 of the Internal Revenue Code. The 
Committee was directed to consider other possible methods of 
fixing interest rates and to report theron to the Conference. 

1. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit and the United 
States Claims Court: Title 111 of S. 1477 would merge the 
United States Court of Claims and the United States Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals into a new court to be named the 
“United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.”’ 
Jurisdiction of the new court would be substantially the same 
as that of the two courts to be merged, except that the new 
court would not have any jurisdiction in tax cases. In addi- 
tion, the new court would have jurisdiction of all appeals 
from decisions of district courts in patent cases, jurisdiction 
to review decisions of the district courts under the Tucker Act 
(except tax cases), and jurisdiction of any appeal from a final 
order or decision of the Merit Systems Protection Board and 
of agency boards of contract appeals. 

The trial division of the existing United States Court of 
Claims would be converted into a new Article I court to be 
named the United States Claims Court.’’ This new court 
would have the same jurisdiction as the existing Court of 
Claims, except that it would no longer have jurisdiction of 
civil tax refund or Federal Tort Claims Act cases. The new 
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit would 
have appellate jurisdiction over decisions of the United States 
Claims Court. 
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Judge Hunter reported that the Committee favorbly views 
certain aspects of the proposal including the centralization of 
appellate jurisdiction over patent cases and Tucker Act cases 
in one court. The Committee, however, expressed no view on 
the appellate court structure. 

Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Conference 
approved the general purposes of the proposals contained in 
Title Ill of S. 1477, but expressed no view on court structure. 
J. United States Court of Tax Appeals: Title 1V of S. 1477 
would create a new “‘United States court of Tax Appeals” 
having jurisdiction over appeals from the United States Tax 
Court and the United States district courts. The new court 
would consist of eleven judges designated by the Chief Justice 
from the existing United States courts of appeals. Initially, the 
judges so designated would serve staggered terms up to three 
years and vacancies would he filled by the designation of addi- 
tional judges for terms of three years. Terms or sessions of the 
court would be he d at least once per year in cach circuit and 
at such other times and places as the court may direct. The 
court would sit in panels of three judges, or might sit in pancis 
of more then three judges. Its decisions would be reviewable 
by the Supreme Court on writ of certiorari. 

Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the Committee 
believes that the concept of a separate court of tax appeals is 
sound, but questions whether the assignment of judges from 
the courts of appeals to serve on the court is practical. The 
Committee believes that consideration should be given to a 
separate court having an appropriate number of full-time 
judges. Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Con- 
ference aproved in principle the creation of a separate court of 
tax appeals, but voted to advise the Congress of its view that 
the regular mandatory as*’ ynment of circuit or district judges 
as members of the cou’ «s impractical. 


Air DISASTER LITIGATION 


H.R. 231, 96th Congress, is a bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to establish a federal cause of action for and 
federal court procedures with respect to aviation activities and 
for other purposes. The Judicial Conference in March 1979 
(Conf. Rept., p. 13) endorsed the two principal objectives of a 
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similar bill, H. R. 10917, 95th Congress, and authorized the 
Committee to communciate its views regarding particular pro- 
vsions of the bill to the appropriate committees of the Con- 
gress and to work with Congressional committees on the bill. 
Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the Con- 
ference reaffirmed its previous action with respect to those 
proposals now contained in H. R. 231, 96th Congress. 


ATTORNEYS’ FEES 


S. 265, 96th Congress, entitled the ‘‘Equal Access to Justice 
Act,” would provide for an award of attorneys’ fees fo 
prevailing parties in proceedings before administrative agen- 
cies that are subject to section 554 of Title 5, United States 
Code, and would provide for an award of costs and attorneys’ 
fees to the “prevailing party in any civil action brought by or 
against the United States”’ in any court having jurisdiction of 
such action. In awarding attorneys’ fees and other expenses to 
a “prevailing party in any action for judicial review of any 
agency adjudication . . . the court shall include in that award 
the fees and other expenses for services performed during the 
agency adjudication unless the court finds that during such 
adjudication the position of the United States was sub- 
stantially justified, or that special circumstances made an 
award unjust.’’ The bill would also require the Director of the 
Administrative Office of the United States Courts to include 
in his annual report ‘‘the amount of fees and other expenses 
awarded during the preceding fiscal year’’ and “describe the 
number, nature, and amount of awards, the claims involved 
in the controversy and any other relevant information which 
may aid the Congress in evaluating the scope and impact of 
such awards.”’ 

In March 1978 (Conf. Rept., p. 8) the Conference con- 
sidered similar biils which would provide for an award of 
reasonable attorneys’ fees. At that time the Committee 
reported that it continued to be of the view that the question 
of awarding attorneys’ fees in agency and court proceedings is 
a matter of public policy for the determination of the Con- 
gress, but pointed out that a piecemeal approach to this issue 
is eroding the ‘‘prevailing American Rule’’ requiring parties 
in civil litigation to pay their own attorneys’ fees, without 


thorough study of the potential consequences. The Con- 
ference, at that time approved the Commitice’s suggestion 
that before any 1 -w authority to award attorneys’ fees is 
enacted, the Congress be requested to conduct general hear- 
ings on the desirability of further modifying the “‘prevailing 
American Rule" so that the views of the bar and the public 
generally can be elicited. 

Judge Hunter reported that the Committee is also concern- 
ed about the provisions of the bill requiring the Director of 
the Administrative Office to report on fee awards to be paid 
by other agencies of the Federal Government. It seemed to the 
Committee that the duty of reporting such information to the 
Congress should be placed on agencies familiar with the pro- 
ceedings who will be required to pay any fees that are 
awarded. 

Upon recommendation of the Commitice the Conference 
reaffirmed its action of March 1978 with respect to the ques- 
tion of awarding attorneys’ fees and voted to recommend to 
the Congress that those government agencies paying at- 
torneys’ fees be required to report those payments to Con- 
gress on their own, rather than requiring the Director of the 
Administrative Office to do so. 


DIVERSITY JURISDICTION 


S. 679 and H.R. 2202, 96th Congress, are bills to eliminate 
the amount in controversy requirement for federal question 
jurisdiction and to abolish diversity of citizenship as a basis of 
jurisdiction in the United States district courts. These bills are 
virtually identical to H.R. 9622, 95th Congress, which was ap- 
proved by the Corference in March 1978 (Conf. Rept., p. 7). 
Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Coprference 
reaffirmed its approval of this legislation. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW OF VETERANS’ CLAIMS 


S. 330, 96th Congress, would establish procedures for the 
adjudication of claims for benefits a¢ministered by the 
Veterans Administration; make the provisions of the Admin- 
istrative Procedure Act applicable to the rulemaking pro- 
cedures of the Veterans Administration; provide for the 
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judicial review of decisions of the Administrator of Veterans 
Affairs; and provide for the payment of reasonable attorncys’ 
fees to individuals claiming veterans’ benefits. The Con- 
ference had previously expressed the view (Conf. Repts., Mar. 
1963, p. 18 and Mar. 1978, p. 9) that the question of whether 
judicial review of the denial of veterans’ claims should be ac- 


judicial review of veterans’ . Upon 
the Committee, the Conference modified 


its previous resolu- 


recommended that an administrative tribunal, modeied after 
the Tax Court, be established in the Veterans Administration. 


Court OF LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS 


H. R. 2353, 96th Congress, would provide for the establish- 
ment of a Court of Labor-Management Relations having 
jurisdiction over certain labor disputes in industries sub- 
stantially affecting commerce. The Conference in September 
1977 (Conf. Rept., p. 52) voted to recommend against the 
enactment of a similar bill, stating that the disputes which are 
the subject of the pending legisiation can be adequately han- 
died through the existing Federal court structure. Upon 
recommendation of the Committee, the Conference reaffirm- 


ed its disapproval of this legislation. 
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CLASS ACTIONS 


The Office for Improvements in the Administration of 
Justice of the Department of Justice had submitted to the 


same 
question 

action 

State attorney 

Act, as 

United States by an injured person referred to as a ‘‘relator.”’ 
Damages could be determined on a sampling basis and the 
money recovered would be placed in a “‘public recovery 
fund"’ to be administered by the Director of the Ad- 
ministrative Office of the United States Courts, or, if the 
court so directs, by the clerk of the district court. Those per- 
sons sustaining injuries of $300 or less would file claims with 
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under $15 would not be vaid because of the costs of 
ministration. Claims excee ling $300 would be paid only a 
all smaller claims were rad and any person receiving payment 
exceeding $300 would be required to execure a release of any 
further rights arising out of the same transaction. Money re- 
maining in the fund would be paid to the United S-ates to off- 
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relief to persons sustaining damages in excess « f $300 each for 
violation of any federal law. It would require a ‘‘class”’ of at 


APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT 


S. 450 and H. R. 2700, 96th Congress, are bills to eliminate 
direct appeals to the Supreme Court, except in three-judge 
district court cases. These bills, as introduced, are similar to 
S. 3100, 95th Congress, which was approved by the Con- 
ference in March 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 13). Upon recom- 
mendation of the Committee, the Conference reaffirmed its 
endorsement of the provisions in these bills as originally intro- 
duced. 


ENFORCEMENT OF STATE CusTODY ORDERS 


H. R. 325 and H. R. 772, 96th Congress, would amend 28 
U.S.C. 1332 to grant jurisdiction to a district court to enforce 
any custody order of a state court against a parent who, in 
contravention of such order, takes a child to another state. 
The Judicial Conference in March 1978 (Con’. Rept., p. 11) 
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considered an identical bill, H. R. 9913, 95th Congress, and 
took the following action: 
W hale the ball embodies 2 matic: of polo) for Congresmonal 
Gctermunation, the Commuttee Gowteed that Section 2 of Arti- 
cle 11] of the Constitution supports thn type of grant of 
pertedaction to a federal court. Further, the ball & enciear on 
questions of venuc, what ise ss to be appbed, and the nature of 
rebef that may be granted The Conference took no powton on 
the merus of the tyll, but authorized the communication of the 


1. That the sult raises 4 generalized grievan.c shared by all or 
a large class of persons, 

2. That causation is not thown ince the defendant's conduct 
may not be the primary cause of the plaintiff's injury; 

3. That the reredy would be ineffective because a) dgment 
for the plaimiff is unlikely to cure the plaintiffs injury. 
and 

4. That the alleged injury is not within the zone of interest to 
be protected or regulated by the applicable statutes or con- 
stitutional provision. 

The »ill would not affect the lack of standing of persons to 
sue a taxpayers nor the lack of standing of persons to 
challenge agency action which affects ihe liability or status of 
another person uncer the revenue laws. 

Judge Hunter stated that the doctrine of standing under 
Supreme Court decisions “‘has become a blend of constitu- 
tional requirements and policy considerations."’ The constitu- 
tional requirements arise out of the Article II! mandate that 
the federal courts decide only cases and controversies. Some 
of the rules of standing, usually termed the “prudential” 


1979). 


Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Conferenc<: 


Orr, 99S. Ct. 1102, 1107-1108 (1979); and Gledstone 
v. Village of Bellwood, 47 L. Wk. 4377 (April 17, 


voted to inform the Congress that it: 


z. 


1 


a 


Opposes enaciment of S. 680 in its present form: 


Notes that there are questions as to the constitutionality of 
several provimons, 

In any event, recommends that the bell be recomudered im 
light of recem Supreme Court decisions, 


Believes that prudential sanding rules should not be 
treated in ar “omnibus” approach such as S. 680, but in- 
dividual problems should be resolved by amendments to 
individual statutes or by incorporating standing provimons 
mm the enactment of new substanvive ttatutes, and 


Beheves that complete elimination of prudential rules 
could require courts to decide quertions which could be 
more appropriately decided im a cor stitutional democracy 
by the national legislature 
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DECLARATORY JUDGMENT IN CASES INVOLVING 
PuBLic UTILITIES 


H. R. 229, 96th Congress, would amenc the Judicial Code 
to permit any Federal court to issue a declar:tory judgment in 
a case of actual controversy between a utility and either the 
Secretary of the Treasury or a rate-makirg body with respect 
to certain provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 
The purpose of the legislation is to provide more timely 
judicial resolution of tax issues. Under present law, United 
States district courts do not have jurisdiction to issue 
deciaratory judgments with respect to tax disputes. 

As now drafted, the bill would permit regulatory agencies 
to place new utility rates into effect without waiting for the 
court to issue a declaratory judgment. The issuance of a stay 
by a Federal court pending conclusion of a declaratory judg- 
ment action would result in a violation of the established 
policy against federal interference in state proceedings, as 
contained in the Johnson Act, 28 U.S.C. 1342. 

Judge Hunter reported that the Commiitee is opposed as a 
matter of principle to any unwarranted extension of federal 
jurisdiction over matters which tiaditionally have been left to 
the states and does not believe that the policy against federal 
intervention in local rate cases, as expressed in the Johnson 
Act, should be changed. Upon recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, the Conference approved the transmission of the 
Committee’s conclusions to the Chairman of the House 
Judiciary Committee who had requested the views of the Con- 
ference on this bill. 


JUDICIAL SURVIVORS ANNUITY ACT 


H. R. 2974, 96th Congress, would amend the Judicial Sur- 
vivors Annuity Act to provide that an annuity under the Act 
would not terminate by remarriage of an annuitant after at- 
taining age sixty. The Committee, upon recommendation of 
the Conference, approved the bill. 

The Conference further authorized the appointment of an 
ad hoc committee to give consideration to the adequacy of an- 
nuities payable to the survivors of judges who have served on 
the bench for a comparatively short period of time. 
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RETIREMENT OF TERRITORIAL JUDGES 


H. R. 3452, 96th Congress would amend 28 U.S.C. 373 to 
provide a minimum level for retirement salaries of territorial 
judges. Similar legislation has been disapproved by the 
Judicial Conference in the past on the basis that the matter 
should more properly be the subject of a private relief bill. 
The Conference reaffirined its disapproval of this legislation. 


TENURE OF CHIEF JUDGES OF CIRCUIT AND 
District CourTs 


S. 862, 96th Congress, would permit the chief judges of cir- 
cuit and district courts tc serve beyond 70 years of age. Since 
the bill is inconsistent with the recommendation of the Con- 
ference with regard to Part A of Title I of S. 1477, 96th Con- 
uress, as shown above, the Conference disapproved the bill. 


DELAY OF PROCEEDINGS BY ATTORNEYS 


H. R. 4047, 96th Congress, would require any attorney ad- 
mitted to practice in the Federal Courts personally to satisfy 
the costs, expenses, and attorneys’ fees related to any case un- 
necessarily or primarily delayed by that attorney’s personal 
conduct. It was the view of the Committee that a judge 
already has sufficient power to control attorneys in situations 
such as this and that no additional sanctions are needed. 
Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Conference dis- 
approved this legislation. 


Cost-oF-LIVING ALLOWANCES FOR JUDICIAL OFFICERS 
AND EMPLOYEES SERVING OUTSIDE THE CONTINENTAL 
UNITED STATES OR IN ALASKA 


At its March 1979 session (Conf. Rept., p. 12) the Con- 
ference recommended that, as a matter of equity, officers and 
employees in the Judicial Branch of Government should 
receive the same cost-of-living allowances provided in the Ex- 
ecutive Branch to officers and employees serving outside the 
continental United States or in Alaska. Upon recommenda- 
tion of the Committee, the Conferei.ce reaffirmed its resolu- 
tion of March 1979. 
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TRANSFER OF THE UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION 
TO THE JUDICIAL BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT 


Last June the Director of the Administrative Office receiv- 
ed an urgent request from the Office uf Management and 
Budget for the views of the Judiciary on a draft bill, proposed 
by the Attorney General, to transfer the United States Parole 
Commission to the Judicial Branch of Government. The 
Director expressed opposition to the proposal pointing out 
that this was a matter that should be addressed by the Judicial 
Conference and that he could not speak for the Judiciary. 
These views were subsequently confirmed in a letter to the Of- 
fice of Management and Budget in which it was pointed out 
that the functions of the Parole Commissic.: were executive in 
nature, not judicial; that it would be inappropriate to make 
such a transfer if the Commission is to be abolished—a prop- 
osition supported by the Administration with regard to the 
proposed revision of the Federal Criminal Code; and that the 
bill would create many problems for employees of the Com- 
mission, such as civil service status. 

The bill would establish the Parole Commission as an in- 
dependent and separate agency within the Judiciary not sub- 
ject to the control of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States, but apparently intended to be supported ad- 
ministratively by the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts. 

The Committee recommended that the Judicial Conference 
strongly disapprove this proposed legislation and endorse the 
comments of the Director of the Administrative Office con- 
tained in his letter to the Office of Management and Budget. 
This recommendation was approved by the Conference. 


LIBRARIES 


Judge Hunter reported that the Committee had reviewed a 
report, prepared in the Administrative Office, recommending 
the creation of a national court library system based on the ex- 
isting circuit central libraries. Satellite or branch libraries with 
professional staff would be located in those cities with a 
demenstrated need for such service where 2 circuit judge is 
also in residence. Eventully this library system would be ex- 
panded by establishing satellite libraries with professional 
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staff in courts where there is no resident circuit judge. Since 
there is statutory authority for the appointment of librarians 
only by the courts of appeals, it is necessary to seek legislative 
authority for the appointment of librarians at places where 
there is no resident circuit judge. 

The central library in each circuit would be the center of 
legal research and services having primary responsiblity to all 
judicial officers within its circuit and secondary responsibility 
to the entire Federal Judiciary. It will exchange materials with 
other circuit libraries and other sources outside the Federal 
judicial system. Satellite libraries would have the advantage of 
the services and facilities of the parent library, the services of 
the circuit head librarian, ard th. services of a unified, na- 
ticaal library system. 

Judge Hunter pointed out that thi3 concept will place some 
limitation on the size of chambers libraries, but that the resul- 
tant monetary savings and increzse in professional services 
had caused the Committee to conclude unanimously that the 
concept as presented in the report of the Administrative Of- 
fice should be adopted. Upon recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, the Conference approved the concept of a central 
court library system and authorized the transmittal to Con- 
gress of the draft legislation recommended by the Committee 
to authorize the establishment of such a library system. 


LIMITATIONS ON SALARIES 
OF A JUDGE’S PERSONAL STAFF 


At the Conference session in March 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 
18), the Budget Committee reported that the limitation on the 
aggregate salaries payable to the personal staff of a circuit or 
district judge had been discussed at recent Congressional 
hearings and that the Budget Committee had suggested that 
the limitation language be striken from the Appropriations 
Act. In this event, the Conference would prescribe the criteria 
and exercise control over the number of secretaries anc law 
clerks to be employed by circuit and district judges, in addi- 
tion to controlling classification and qualification standards. 
The Conference thereupon authorized the Subcommittee on 
Supporting Personnel to consider the criteria governing the 
number of iaw clerks and secretaries that may be employed 
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by circuit and district judges in addition to determining the 
classification and quali‘ication standards to be applied under 
the Judiciary Salary Plan. 

Subsequently, the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, in commenting on the proposal, 
stated that ‘‘while the Committee feels that the ceilings would 
be more appropriately imposed by the Judicial Conference, it 
is reluctant to delete the language without a specific plan for 
imposing limits on these items. The matter will be recon- 
sidered by the Committee upon submission of a plan and 
specific rules or regulations to be adopted by the Judicial 
Conference of the United States which should govern the 
number of secretaries and law clerks to be appointed by 
district judges, as well as the rates of compensation to be 
paid.”’ 

Judge Hunter reported that the Committee had developed 
the following plan which, upon recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, was approved by the Conference. 


Guidelines for the Employment of Secretaries 
and Law Clerks by Circuit Judges, District Judges, 
and Bankruptcy Judges 


1. A district judge may employ a secretary and two law 
clerks, or a secretary, a law clerk and a crier, subject to the 
JSP grade levels and qualification standards adopted by 
the Judicial Conference. 


2. A circuit judge may employ a secretary, an assistant 
secretary, and three law clerks, subject to the JSP grade 
levels and qualification standards adopted by the Judicial 
Conference. 

3. The chief judge of cach circuit and the chief judge of cach 
district court having five or more district judges may 
employ an additional secretary or law clerk subject to the 
JSP grade level and qualification standards adopted by the 
Judicial Conference. 

4. A bankruptcy judge may employe a secretary and a law 
clerk subject to the JSP grade levels and qualification stan- 
dards adopted by the Judicial Conference. 


5. With the provisio that no incumbent will be separated or 
reduced in grade, the maximum grade levels authorized oy 
the Judicial Conference for law clerks, secretaries and 
criers are as follows: 
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Law Clerk, JSP-12°* 
Secretary, JSP-10** 
Assistant Secretary, JSP-9 
Crier, ISP 
* A law clerk who has served a Federal judge for five years 
or more will be eligible for JSP-1° 

** A secretary who has served a Federal judge for cight years 
or more, seven years at the JSP-10 level, will be elig:le for 
grade JSP-11. 

6. The Director of the Administrative Office may approve 
overlapping appointments of secretaries and law clerks of 
up to 30 days where the turnover of personnel would 
hinder the continuity of staff support for the judge. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


The report of the Committee on the Budget was submitted 
by the Chairman of the Committee, Chief Judge Robert E. 
Maxwell. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1980 


Judge Maxwell reported that the budget estimates submit- 
ted to the Congress for the fiscal year 1980 (exclusive of the 
Supreme Court) were initially in the amount of $606,354,000. 
The budget was subsequently amended to include an addi- 
tional $1,008,000 for additional full-time magistrates and 
staff authorized by the Conference in March 1979. The sum 
of $578,899,000 was approved by Congres. (P.L. 
96-68—Sept. 24, 1979), which was $28,463,000 Icss than the 
amount requested, but an increase of $75,719,000 over ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year 1979. 

With respect to the bankruptcy courts, the House Appro- 
priaiions Committee approved $57,000,000, an increase of 
$20,342,000 over the emount appropriated for 1979 but 
$10,818,000 less than the amount requested. Subsequently, 
the Senate Appropriations Committee restored $3,000,000. In 
a conference between the House and the Senate the increase 
was reduced to $1,500,000, for a total appropriation of 
$58,500,000. 

The Appropriations Committees reduced the ‘Space and 
Facilities’’ appropriation by $7,000,000 with the under- 


78 


standing that the United States Marshals Service would 
assume responsibility for court security in the fiscal year 1980. 
The Committees aiso denied requests for increases in the cen- 
tral legal staffs in the courts of appeals and requested that a 
study be made to determine the need for such central! staffs. 

The Conference authorized the Director of the Administra- 
tive Office to submit to Congress requests for supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1980 for ‘‘pay costs,”’ and 
for the impiementation of new legislation and actions of the 
Conference, and for any other reason he considers necessary 
and appropriate. 


BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR FISCAL YEAR 1981 


The Conference approved the budget estimates for the 
fiscal year 1981, which (exlusive of the Supreme Court, the 
Customs Court, and the Federal Judicial Center) aggregated 
$618,734,000, an increase of approximately $28,163,000 over 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1980. The Conference also 
approved proposed changes in the text of the Appropriation 
Act and authorized the Director of the Administrative Office 
to amend the budget estimates because of new legislation, ac- 
tions of the Judicial Conference, or for any other reason the 
Director considers necessary and appropriate. 


JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE 


Judge Edward A. Tamm, Chairman of the Judicial Ethics 
Committee, presented the report of the Committee. 

Judge Tamm informed the Conference that as of July 31, 
1979 the Judicial Ethics Committee had received 1,541 reperts 
from judges and judicial employees that were filed pursuant 
to the financial disclosure provisions of the Ethics in Govern- 
ment Act of 1978 As of that date reports had not been receiv- 
ed from 28 individuals who, according to the records of the 
Committee, were required to file reports. In addition, four in- 
dividuals had received extensions of time to file their reports. 
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Judge Tamm reported that most of the nzports filed with 
the Committee have been reviewed by individual Committee 
members. Errors appearing in the reports have resulted in the 
writing of 364 letiers to judicial officers and employees 
requesting additional information. In addition the Committee 
has sent 140 letters to individuals who failed to file reports as 
of May 15th. These letters have resulted in most cases in the 
filing of the disclosure forms. Letters requesting extensions of 
time have been received from 87 judicial officers and 
employees. Extensions were granted where the record disclos- 
ed a substantial and meaningful basis for the request. Judge 
Tamm also indicated that 8 inquiries concerning the interpre- 
tation of the statute had been referred to the Advisory Panel 
on Financial Disclosure Reports and Judicial Activities. 

The Committee has also received, reviewed, and acknow!l- 
edged the receipt of financial disclosure reports from 108 
Presidential nominees for Federal judgeship positions. 

Judge Tamm informed the Conference that on May 15th he 
{ was advised that a United States district judge in New Orleans 
had enjoined the public disclosure of financial disclosure 
forms. Because of this action the Committee has not made 
any financial disclosure statement available to the public since 
receiving notice of the order, nor has the Committee referred 
to the Attorney General any case involving the nonfiling of a 
financial disclosure report. Further action by the Committee 
awaits the final disposition of the civil proceedings instituted 
in New Orleans. 


Because of the restraints imposed on the Committee's 
operation, and in the interest of efficiency, Judge Tamm 
stated that the Committee has not yet held a meeting to ap- 
praise and make appropriate recommendations to the Con- 
ference. A number of problems have already appeared that 
will require changes in the forra, instructions, policies and 
programs of the Committee. A January meeting of the Com- 
mittee is planned to consider these matters. At the same time 
the Committee will meet jointly with the Advisory Panel to 
consider problems affecting both Committees. 


The report of the Committee was acceyted by the Con- 
ference and the Committee was commended for its discharge 
of a difficult responsibility. 


ADVISORY PANEL ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 
REPORTS AND JUDICIAL ACTIVITIES 


Judge Markey informed the Conference that the Advisury 


Panel was organized in April 1979. In June 1979, pursuant to 
a maii vote of the Conference, the Panel was assigned the 
responsibility of rendering advisory opinions on the various 
codes of conduct, a function previously performed by the 
predecessor Committee on Judicial Activities. At its initial 
meeting the Panel adopted the following methods for con- 


sidering inquiries pertaining to financial disclosure reports: 


(a) The Panel will consider only written financial disclosure 
inquiries and will tender its advice only in writing. The 
Chairman is authorized informal discussions with callers 

(b) Disclosure inquiries are numbered (Inquiry No. 79-1, 79-2, 
¢ic.). 

{c) To speed its work, the Panel divided into Division A and 
Division B, cach now composed of 6 judges. The Chair- 
man is not assigned to a division. 

(d) On receipt of a disclosure inquiry, the Chairman assigns its 
number, prepares a proposed response, and forwards the 
inquiry and proposed response to all judges of a division. 
Odd-numbered inquiries are sent to Division A, even-num- 
bered to Division B. 

(¢) Division members communicate their views to the Chair- 
man. If there be differences, a conference call is arranged 
by the Chairman. 

(f) If the division is unanimous, its advice is forwarded to the 
inquirer by the Chairman without comment. 

(g) If a division be divided, the inquiry file is sent to the other 
division. The advice approved by the majority of the Panel 
is forwarded to the inquirer. If the Panel divides evenly, 
then and only then does the Chairman vote. 


The Panel has modified its procedure to the extent of using 
docket numbers in place of inquiry numbers and is consider- 
ing a new procedure for handling inquiries pertaining to the 
various codes of conduct. 

As of the date of its report the Panel had considered and 
responded to inquiries concerning financial disclosure reports 
submitted by 33 persons and had 5 inquiries under consider- 
ation. The Panel has also considered and responded to 
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inquiries pertaining to the codes of conduct from 5 persons 
and nad inquiries from 7 persons under consideration. 


CODES OF CONDUCT FOR STAFF ATTORNEYS, CIRCUIT 
EXECUTIVES AND PusLic DEFENDERS 


The Panel submittec! for Conference consideration propos- 
ed Codes of Conduct for Staff Attorneys, Circuit Executives 
and Public Defenders. All three codes prohibit the private 
practice of law, with the exception that a staff attorney would 
be permitted, within limitations, to perform “‘routine legal 
work necessary to the management of the personal affairs of 
the staff attorney or a member of his family." 

It was the view of the Conference that the provisions of the 
Code with respect to the practice of law should be consistent 
and that the exception provided in the code of conduct for 
staff attorneys should also be included in the codes of conduct 
for circuit executives and public defenders. With these amend- 
ments the codes were approved by the Conference. 

The Conference also directed the Panel to review the pro- 
visions pertaining to the practice of law in the codes of con- 
duct for clerks of court, probation officers, and officers and 
employees in the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts and the Federal Judicial Center and to repott any 


changes necessary in these codes. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Federal Magistrates System was presented by the Chairman, 
Senior Judge Charles M. Metzner. 


QUALIFICATION STANDARDS AND SELECTION PROCEDURES 


Judge Metzner reported that the amendments to the Federal 
Magistrates act contained in S. 237, 96th Congress, would re- 
quire the Conference at its first meeting following enactment 
of the legislation to issue binding regulations governing the 
appointment and reappointment of United States magistrates 
by the district courts. Anticipating passage of the Act before 
the current session of the Conference, the Committee had 
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prepared draft regulations setting forth standards and pro- 
cedures for the appointment of magistrates. Since legislative 
action on the bill had not been completed, Judge Metzner 
stated that the Committee would give further consideration to 
these regulations and report to the Conference thereon at its 
Nex! session. 


SALARIES OF FULL-TIME MAGISTRATES 


The salary schedule for full-time magistrates, approved by 
the Conference in September 1977 (Conf. Rept., p. 63) pro- 
vided a two-tier salary structure. With the approval of the ap- 
pointing court a full-time magistrate admitted to the bar for 
10 years or more may be paid a salary of $48,500 per annum, 
except the full-time magistrate at Yosemite National Park. 
Other fulltime magistrates are paid salaries of $42,500 per 
annum. After review of the current salary plan and in view of 
by the currently pending amendments to the Federal Magis- 
trates Act, the Committee recommended that there be a single 
salary level of $48,500 per annum for full-time magistrates 
who have been members of the bar of the highest court of a 
state for a period of five years or more, except the full-time 
magistrate at Yosemite National Park. This recommendation 
was approved by the Conference. 


SALARIES OF PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 


The Conference had previously established a system of 15 
salary levels for part-time magistrates. The part-time magis- 
trates, however, do not automatically receive comparability 
pay adjustments applicable to federal employees generally. 

Judge Metzner informed the Conference that the Commit- 
tee had reviewed the current salary levels, which have not been 
changed since May 1977, and concluded that the schedule 
should be adjusted to grant salary increases of approximately 
7 percent to all part-tire magistrates. Upon recommendation 
of the Committee the Conference adopted the following 
salary levels for part-time magistrates effective October 1, 
1979, subject to the availability of funds: 


Level 1S.......... $24,250° Lewel 7... 2.0.00... $8,200 
Level 14.......... 23,100 Lewel6............ 6,400 
Level 13... ....... 20,300 Lewel $... 000... 4,500 
Level 12.......... 17,900 Lewel 4... 2.000... 3,600 
Lewel Bi... -.... 15,500 Level 3... 00.0... 2,700 
Level 10.......... 13,600 Level 2............ 1,800 
Level 9.......... 11,800 Level 1... ......... 900 
Level 8.......... 10,000 
CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Of- 
fice, the district courts and the judicial councils of the circuits, 
the Conference approved the following changes in salaries 
and arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrates. 
Unless otherwise indicated these changes are to become effec- 
tive when appropriated funds are available. Th- salaries for 
full-time magistrates are to be determined in accordance with 


the salary plan previously adopted by the Conference. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 
District of Columbia 
(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Washington, 


D.C., which is due to expire on June 21, 1980, for an additional 
eight-year term. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 


North Carolina, Western 


(1) Continued the deputy clerk-magistrate position at Charlotte for 
an additional four-year term. 

(2) Increased the salary of the magistrate portion of the deputy 
clerk-magisirate combination position at Charlotte from 
$12,240 to $13,600 per annum in order to fit the salary of the 
position into one of the standard salary levels for part-time 


magistrates. 
South Carolina 


(1) Authorized a new part-time magistrate position at Columbia at a 
salary of $11,800 per annum. 
*The masemum salary to be paid a part (ome magretrare 1s one hall of (he $48 50D salary of a 
full terme magrstrate 
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Vergume, Eastern 
(1) Continucd the fulltime magistrate position 21 Alexandria, 
whach is duc to expire on December 31, 197°, for an additional 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 


Flonda, Northern 


(1) Imcreased the salary of the part-time magisiraic position at 
Tallahassee from $5,950 to $17,900 per annum. 


Florida, Adiddile 
(1) Authorized a sccond full-time magis'rate position to be located 
at Jacksonville. 
Georgia, Southern 
(1) Comwerted the part-time magistrate position at Savannah to full- 
tome status. 


Texas, Western 


(1) Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at Marfa and 
Kerrville. 

(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Pecos from $16,750 to $24,250 per annum. 

(3) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Midiland/Odessa frora $3,400 to $6,400 per annum. 

(4) Coutinued the part-time magistrate position at El Paso for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$24,250. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 


Michigan, Western 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Marquette for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $900 per annum. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 


I"tinow, Northern 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Rockford/ 
Freeport for an additional four-year term at a salary of $24,250 
per annum. 
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limos, Southern 
(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at Belicville io full- 
tirse status at East Saint Louis. 
Indsana, Southern 
(1) Continucd the part-time magistrate position at Evansville for an 
additional four-year term. 


(2) Increased the salary of the pari-tune magisirate position at 
E. ansville from 32,550 to $4,500 per annum. 


EIGHTH CiRCUIT 
lowe, Northern 


(1) Converted the deputy clerk-magistraic position at Cedar Rapids 
to full-time status. 

(2, Discontinucd the part-time magistrate positions at Waterloo and 
Fort Dodge, effective upon the appointment of a full-time 
magistrate at Cedar Rapids. 

(3) Redesignated the deputy clerk-magistraic position at Cedar 
Rapids as a “‘deputy clerk-macistrate or clerk-magistrate’’ posi- 
tion until the appointment of a fulltime magistrate at Cedar 
Rapids. 


lowa, Soutiern 


(i) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Burlington for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $2,700 per annum. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Davenport at 
the expiration of the current term. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


Montana 


(1) Increased the salaries of the part-time magistrate positions at 
Billings and Great Falls from $2,550 to $15,500 per annum 
cach. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Hardin. 


Neveda 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Reno for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $24,250 per annum. 
(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Elko for an addi- 

tional four-year term at a salary of $900 per annum. 


Oregon 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Pendleton for 
an additional four-year term at a salary of $900 per annum. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Coquille for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $900 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


Oklahoma, Eastern 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Muskogee for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $20,300 per annum. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at McAlester for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $1,800 per annum. 

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Sulphur for an 
additional four-year term at a salary of $3,600 per annum. 


Colorado 
(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at Denver. 


The Conference also ratified the action taken by the Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the Conference to continue the part- 
time magistrate position at Albany in the Middle District of 
Georgia, which would have expired on June 30, 1979, at a 
salary of $4,250 per annum. The position was continued for a 
new four-year term and the salary will be $4,500 per annum 
under the new salary structure. 


LEGAL MANUAL FOR UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES 


Judge Metzner informed the Conference that a new Legal 
Manual for United States Magistrates hac been published and 
distributed to all magistrates aid district judges. The manual, 
prepared in the Magistrates Division of the Administrative 
Office, was reviewed prior to publication by experienced 
magistrates and by members of ihe Committee. It currently 
includes six chapters covering the jurisdiction of magistrates 
and the conduct of preliminary proceedings in criminal cases. 
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Additional chapters are being prepared so that the manual, 
when completed, will cover the full range of duties performed 
by United States magistrates for the district courts. 


STUDY OF THE MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


Judge Metzner also informed the Conference that the pend- 
ing amendments to the Federal Magistrates Act would require 
the Judicial Conference to undertake a two-year study 
**concerning the future of the magistrate system, the precise 
scope of such study to be suggested by the Chairmen of the 
Judiciary Committees of each House of Congress.’’ The 
Committee is planning to undertake such a study. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Bankruptcy System was presented by the Chairman, Judge 
Edward Weinfeld. 


SALARIES AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


The Conference considered the Committee’s report, 
together with the recommendations of the Director of the Ad- 
ministrative Office, the judicial councils of the circuits, and 
the district courts concerned, and took the following action 
relating tc bankruptcy judge positions and changes in salaries 
and arrangements. The Conference directed that, subject to 
the availability of funds, these actions become effective on 
October 1, 1979: 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 


Mississippi, Southern 


(1) Established a second full-time bankruptcy judge position with 
headquarters at Biloxi at the salary authorized by Congress for a 
full-time bankruptcy judge. 

(2) Authorized concurrent district-wide jurisdiction for the two full- 
time bankruptcy judges in the district. 
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(3) Designated Natches and Hattiesburg in addition to Jackson, 
Biloxi, Meridian and Vicksburg as places of hoiding court for 
the two full-ume bankruptcy judges. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Wisconsin, Western 
(1) Established concurrent district-wide jurisdiction for the full- 
time bankruptcy judge at Madison and the part-time bankruptcy 


judge at Eau Claire with designated places of holding court at 
Madison, Eau Claire, Wausau, Superior, and LaCrosse. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE PROBATION SYSTEM 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Probation Sysiem was presented by the Chairman, Judge 
Gerald B. Tjoflat. 


SENTENCING INSTITUTES 


The Committee submitted to the Conference a plan for a 
joint institute on sentencing for the judges of the Third and 
Sixth Circuits to be held at Lexington, Kentucky in May 1980, 
with one day at a nearby correctional institution. The agenda 
for the sentencing institute is similar to the agenda for the 
joint sentencing institute for the judges of the First, Fourth, 
and District of Columbia Circuits held in April 1979. The 
Conference approved the time, place, participants and agenda 
for this sentencing -astitute. 

Judge Tjofat informed the Conference that the Chief Judge 
of the Fifth Circuit had approved the attendance of two facul- 
ty members of the Yale Law School at the forthcoming 
sentencing institute for the judges of the Fifth Circuit to be 
held in Dallas, Texas on October 3-5, 1979 on an experimental 
basis. The Yale faculty is presently planning workshops on 
federal sentencing, parole, and federal prisoners. 
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DISPARITY IN SENTENCES 


Judge Tjoflat reported that the Committee had reviewed 
the recent Comptro!ler General’s report to the Congress en- 
titled Reducing Federal Judicial Sentencing and Prosecuting 
Disparities: A System-wide Approach Needed. The report 
recommended that the Judicial Conference (1) in cooperation 
with the Attorney General, undertake a comprehensive assess- 
ment of the nature and extent of undesirable sentencing 
disparity in the federal criminal justice system; (2) establish 
appropriate policy guidance for judges to use, at their discre- 
tion, in sentencing decisions; (3) establish a reporting and 
review mechanism to collect sentencing data and periodically 
study the adequacy of sentencing decisions; and (4) request 
from the Congress any legislative, statutory, or rule changes 
needed to improve the sentencing process. 

The Committee noted that the probation system is currently 
cooperating with two major studies on sentencing, one con- 
ducted by the Institute for Law and Social Research and the 
other by Yale University, both of which are being funded by 
Department of Justice programs. The Committee further 
noted that with respect to establishing a reporting and review 
mechanism to collect sentencing data, the Probation Informa- 
tion Management ‘system, reported below, is a long range 
answer to that prcolem. With respect to the recommendation 
that the Judicial Conference establish policy guidance for 
judges to use discretionarily in sentencing decisions, there 
presently is no statutory framework for the Conference to set 
recommended guidelines. 

Upon recommendation of the Committee the Conference 


adopted the following policy statement: 

The Committee has reviewed the report of the General Ac- 
counting Office and its recommendations. The Committee has 
also reviewed the several pieces of legislation pending before 
Congress that would establish within the judicial branch or 
elsewhere special bodies to develop procedures and 
machanisms to guide the exercise of discretion in sentencing. 

The GAO report recommends the collection and 
maintenance of more complete data on the sentencing process 
to facilitate the formulation of policy to guide judicial discre- 
tion in sentencing. The Committee arrees with that recom- 
mendation and notes that steps to accomplish it have already 
been initiated by the Committee, working with the Administra- 
tive Office and the Federal Judicial Center. Development 
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of the Probation Information Managemeut System (PIMS), 
recommended by the Commiutice will go a iong way toward 
providing the data suggested by the report. 

Three additional recommendations call upon the Judicial 
Conference to (1) “‘establish policy guidance for judges,”’ (2) 
“*periodically study the adequacy of sentencing decisions," and 
(3) “‘request from the Congress” any authority needed to 
assure that “‘sentencing of criminals is consistent and fair 

As to these three recommendations, the Committee believes 
that it would be inappropriate for the Judicial Conference to 
initiate a program to reduce undesirable sentencing disparity in 
district courts until Congress resolves certain fundamental 
issues relating to the sentencing function. Pending bills set 
forth varying and sometimes conflicting objectives and criteria 
for reducing disparity in sentencing. The Committee notes that 
some critical decisions, including the role of parole in the cor- 
rections process, are beyond the reach of any determination 
that might be made by the Judicial Conference. 

The Committee shares the general concern that sentencing 
should operate fairly and equitably for all offenders. We 
believe that at this time the Judicial Conference should not at- 
tempt to establish guidelines to eliminate undesirable disparity 
until the disposition of the legislative proposals now pending 
before Congress. Federal judges possess vast experience in 
sentencing and bear the responsibility for carrying out sentenc- 
ing policy established by Congress. The Judicial Conference 
through the Probation Committee should continue to address 
the problem of undesirable sentencing disparity. If Congress 
should fail to adopt new measures relating to sentencing, the 
Jud.cial Conference should consider recommending guidelines 
for use at the discretion of district judges to reduce undesirable 
disparity in sentencing. 


PROBATION INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 


The Judicial Conference in September 1977 (Conf. Rept., 
p. 74) endorsed the concept of a new probation information 
management system that would meet the needs of the users in 
the field; the judge in his day-to-day sentencing problems; the 
needs of a national system for budget, planning, and manage- 
ment control purposes; and the needs of researchers seeking 
to improve understanding of the treatment of offenders. 
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Judge Tjoflat informed the Conference that the first phase 
of the program is now complete and that the Administrative 
Office is now engaged in developing user requirements for a 
model information system. This effort will require the partici- 
pation of eight district courts and the staffs of the Ad- 
ministrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center. The 
Board of the Center has endorsed the project as well as the 
Center's participation. 


PRETRIAL SERVICES AGENCIES 


Title Il of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 required the Direc- 
tor of the Administrative office to file a comprehensive report 
with the Congress on or before July 1, 1979 regarding the ad- 
ministration and operation of pretrial services agencies in the 
ten demonstration districts. In March 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 
35) the Conference authorized the Committee to exercise con- 
tinued oversight of the completion on the Director's report, 
and authorize on behalf of the Conference the release of the 
Director's report to the Congress. 

Judge Tjoflat informed the Conference that the Committee 
had cleared the Director's report and recommendations for 
transmission to Congress. A copy of the report had previously 
been provided to the members of the Conference. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
CRIMINAL LAW 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Criminal Law was presented by the Chairman, Judge Alex- 
ander Harvey II. 


HABEAS CORPUS 


H. R. 2201, 96th Congress, would amend sections 2254 and 
2255 of Title 28, United States Code, to require a district 
court to entertain a habeas corpus application from a state 
prisoner without regard to whether the State court had afford- 
ed the applicant an opportunity for a full and fair litigation of 
the constitutional claim upon which the application was bas- 
ed. The bill would overrule the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Stone v. Powell, 428 U.S. 465 (1976), which held that 
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where a State court has afforded an opportunity for the full 
and fair litigation of a Fourth Amendment claim, a petitioner 
in a Federal court may not be granted Federal habeas corpus 
relief on the ground that evidence obtained in an uncon- 
stitutional search or seizure had been introduced at his trial. 
While the bill as drafted might appear to eliminate the well- 
established requirement that a prisoner must exhaust remedies 
in State courts before seeking Federal habeas corpus relief, 
the Committee was advised that the sole purpose of the legis- 
lation is to overrule Stone v. Powell and not to eliminate the 

It was the view of the Committee that the desirability or 
necesity for this legislation is for the Congress to decide and 
that the Conference should take no position on the policy 
question involved. The Committee recommended, however, 
that subsection (2) of section | of the bill be modified, as 
shown below, to reflect more precisely the intent of the 
drafters. 


(2) by inserting before the period of subsection (a) a comma 
and the following: “‘without regard to whether a full and 
fair litigation of such claim has already been had in state 
court, so long as such person has fully exhausted his 
available state remedies concerning the question 
presented.*’ 


The Committee aiso noted that the passage of the bill would 
undoubtedly impact on the Federal courts by increasing the 
caseload. The recommendation was approved by the Con- 
ference. 


FEES AND EXPENSES OF ATTORNEYS REPRESENTING 
INDIGENT PERSONS IN Civil. RIGHTS ACTIONS 


Judge Harvey stated that the Committee had considered the 
problem of paying the fees and expenses of attorneys ap- 
pointed by district courts to represent indigent persons in civil 
rights actions. Since this subject is not within the jurisdiction 
of the Criminal law Committee, the Conference directed that 
it be referred to another standing committee of the Con- 
ference, or to a special committee, for study and report. 
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IN CAMERA SCREENING OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 


S. 1482, 96th Congress, is a bil! to establish a procedure for 
the in camera screening of classified information by a judge 
before such information may be introduced in a Federal 
criminal proceeding. The bill would permit a party to move 
for a pretrial conference to consider matters relating to 
classified information expected to arise in the course of a 
criminal trial. To prevent the release of classified information 
the court would be authorized to issue protective orders, 
delete specified items of information, or order substitution of 
summaries of information contained in classified documents. 
The bill would also require a defendant who expects to dis- 
close classified information to give advance notice thereof to 
the Government. 

Judge Harvey informed the Conference that while the 
Committee is not entirely persuaded of the necessity for the 
legislation, it is not cpposed to the bill. He pointed out, 
however, that the bill would require the Chief Justice of the 
United States, in consultation with the Attorney General, the 
Director of Central Intelligence, and the Secretary of Defense 
to prescribe security procedures for protection against the 
release of classified information submitted to Federal courts. 
It was the view of the Committee that the promulgation of 
security procedures should be made thc responsibility of the 
Judicial Conference rather than that of the Chief Justice. The 
bill also provides for the preservation by “‘the United States”’ 
of the sealed record of undisclosed classified information. It 
was the view of the Committee that such information should 


be preserved by the courts. 


Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Conference 
approved the legislation with the modifications suggested. 


COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION 
OF THE JURY SYSTEM 


Chief Judge C. Clyde Atkins, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Operation of the Jury System, presented the report of 
the Comm *. 


ee ———— 
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Ust OF VOTER REGISTRATION LISTS 


Al its session in April 1976 (Conf. Rept., p. 9) the Con- 
ference endorsed legislation authorizing the use of voter 
registration lists as a presumptively sufficient sole source for 
the names of prospective Federal jurors. The legislation 
recommended by the Conference would have established a 
statutory presumption that juries chosen froir: voter regis- 
tration lists or lists of actual voters represent a fa'r cross- 
section of the community and would have required an affir- 
mative finding by the district court that this presumption had 
been rebutted before the court could prescribe other sources 
of juror names in addition to the voter lisis. This proposal was 
submitted to the 94th Congress and the 95th Congress, but 
was not included in the enactment of the Jury Sysiem Im- 
provements Act of 1978. 

It was the view of the Committee that this proposed legis- 
lation would be helpful in establishing greater certainty in the 
jury trial process, thus reducing the number of legal 
challenges to jury selection. Upon recommendation of the 
Committee, the Conference approved a new draft bill which 
would effect this amendment and authorized its transmission 


to the Congress. 


CHILD CARE EXCUSE OF JURORS 


The jury selection statute, 28 U.S.C. 1863(b)(5), authorizes 
district courts to specify in their jury selection plans those 
groups of persons or occupational classes whose members 
shall be entitled to be excused from jury service upon in- 
dividual request to the court. One such category commonly 
found in the selection plans adopted by the district courts con- 
sists of those persons who are needed to care for children 
under a particular age. 

In the recent case of Duren v. Missouri, 439 U.S. 357 (1979) 
the Supreme Court held that a state’s automatic exemption of 
women from jury service upon request denied a criminal 
defendant's constitutional right to trial by aj jury drawn from 
a fair cross-section of the community. The Civil Rights Divi- 
sion of the Department of Justice has examined the excuse 
provisions contained in the jury selection plans of the district 
courts and has noted that many plans authorize the excuse 
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only of womer who have custody of children. The Civil 
Rights Division has recommended thar ‘hese provisions 
should be reworded so as to provide for the -xcuse of all per- 
sons having the daily responsibility of chiid care, not just 
women or mothers, and to ensure that they do not have the 
overbroad effect of excusing parents not actually needed for 
the care of young children during the business day. 

The jury selection plan adopted by the Northern District of 
Alabama contains a provision making eligible for excuse from 
jury service 

Persons having active care and custody of a child or children 
under 10 years of age whose health and/or safety would be 
jeopardized by their absence for jury service; or a person who 
is essential to the care of aged or infirm persons. 

While each court should be encouraged to arrive at an in- 
dividual decision on the appropriate maximum age of children 
that should entitle a parent or guardian to be excused from 
jury service on account of child care responsibilities, the Com- 
mittee recommended that the Conference authorize a com- 
munication to district courts urging those courts to review the 
child-care excuse provisions of their jury selection plans in 
light of the Supreme Court decision, the views of the Civil 
Rights Division, and the above example in the jury plan of the 
Northern District of Alabama, which was cited as a model. 
This recommendation was approved by the Conference. 


EMERGENCY ENERGY SHORTAGE PROCEDURES 


Judge Atkins reported that the Committee had considered 
the prospective impact of a severe or prolonged gasoline shor- 
tage on the judicial process, particularly the need to insure the 
presence of a sufficient number of jurors. The Committee 
believed that each district court should have a contingency 
plan setting forth the means available to obtain emergency 
gaso’ine supplies for the use of the court, its personnel, and 
jurors. Upon recommendation of the Commitiee, the Con- 
ference took the following action: 

1. Requested that cach United States district court devise a 
contingency plan governing its operation in the event of an 
emergency shortage of gasoline adversely affecting the 
availability of transportation within that judicial district. 
Such plan should aim to minimize any disruption of 
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scheduled trials by umplementing all available means tu ex- 
pedite the transportation of judges, court personnel, and 
jurors. 

2. Recommended that any district court which might be faced 
with a local energy shortage of emergency dimensions 
should consider making application to the judicial council 
of its circuit for an emergency suspension of the Speedy 
Trial Act time limitations, in accordance with 18 U.S.C. 
3174. 

3. Authorized appointment of an ad hoc committee to 
monitor the nationwide implications of the energy problem 
upon the Judiciary and to develop, with the assistance of 
the Administrative Office, a national plan to assist in- 
dividual federal courts in gaining access to auxiliary sup- 
plies of gasoline in the event of an emergency. 

4. Directed the Administrative Office to investigate the 
feasibility of procuring emergency stocks of gasoline for 
allocation by affected courts to their personnel and jurors 
and to obtain from the Department of Energy any 
necessary allocation authority for this purpose. To this 
end, the Administrative Office is authorized to establish a 
pilot district or districts in order to aid the development of 
such a gasoline supply mechanism and to investigate any 
alternative means to afford jurors a priority right to pur- 
chase gasoline required for their transportation to court. 


ORIENTATION FILM FOR GRAND JURORS 


The Committee suggested that it would be useful to have 
available an orientation film for Federal grand jurors, similar 
to the orientation film for petit jurors which was produced by 
Wayne State University under a grant from the Law Enforce- 
ment Assistance Administration and the Michigan Bar Foun- 
dation. At present no private organization has undertaken to 
finance the production of such a grand jury orientation film. 
The Conference thereupon approved a request of the Com- 
mittee that it be authorized to investigate sources of private 
funding for the development of such a film. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The written report of the Committee on Intercircuit Assign- 
ments submitted by the Chairman, Judge George L. Hart, Jr., 
was received by the Conference. 
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The report indicated that during the period from February 
16, 1979 through August 15, 1979, the Committee had recom- 
mended 4! intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 32 
judges. Of this number, five were senior circuit judges, one 
was an active circuit judge, five were district judgcs in active 
status and 14 were senior district judges. Eight assignments in- 
volved three active judges and two senior judges of the Court 
of Claims, one active judge of the Customs Court and one ac- 
tive judge of the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 

Four senior circuit judges, nine senior district judges and 

two scnior judges from the Court of Claims carried out 19 of 
the 24 assignments to the courts of appeals. One active circuit 
judge, one active judge of the Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals and three active judges of the Court of Claims par- 
ticipated in the other five assignments to the courts of ap- 
peals. 
Of the 15 assignments to the district courts, seven senior 
district judges participated in one assignment cach, the re- 
maining cight being carried out by four active district judges, 
one senior circuit judge and one active judge of the Customs 
Court. 


Of the two assignments to the Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals, one was carried out by an active district judge and 
the other by an active circuit judge. 

In addition to the above, an interchange of assignments bet- 
ween the active judges of the United States Court of Claims 
and the active judges of the United States Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals has been approved to cover any emer- 
gency which may arise from April 1, 1979 to March 31, 1980. 
Similarly, the active judges of the United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia Circuit have been assigned 


to the Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals from March 
20, 1979 to March 20, 1980. 


COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


Senior Judge Dudicy B. Bonsal, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act, presented the 
Committee's report. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Conference authorized the Director of the Administra- 
tive Office to distribute copies of a report on appointments 
and payments under the Criminal Justice Act for the first half 
of the fiscal year 1979 to all chief judges, al’ federal defender 
organizations and to others who may request copies. The 
report indicated that the sum of $24,800,000 was appro- 
priated by Congress for the administration of the Act during 
the fiscal year 1979 and that projected obligations during the 
year are $23,973,000. During the fir half of the fiscal year 
approximately 19,084 persons were represented under the 
Criminal Justice Act compared to 20,328 during the first half 
of the fiscal year 1978, a decrease of 6.1 percent. Federal 


public defenders represented 6,618 persons during the first 
half of the fiscal year 1979 and community defender organ- 


The Committee estimated that the average cost of represen- 
tation under the Criminal Justice Act during the fiscal year 
1979, including appeal, Was Se CED per case Dur puemate pane 
attorneys, $464 per case for Community Defender 
tions, and $574 per case for Federal Public Defender offices. 


BUDGET REQUESTS—FEDERAL Pusiic DEFENDERS 


The Criminal Justice Act, as amended, requires cach 
Federal Public Defender Organization, established pursuant 
to 18 U.S.C. 3006A(h)\(2\a), to submit a proposed budget to 
be approved by the Judicial Conference in accordance with 
Section 605 of Title 28, Unined States Code. The Conference 


approved the following budgetary requests for these offices: 


Supplemental Budget 
Requests Request: 
Public Defender Approved for Approved for 
Organization F.Y. 1980 FLY. 1981 
Arizona — S$ 690,265 
California, North orn —— — 567,584 


Supplemental Budget 
Requests Requests 


Approved for Approved for 
F_Y. 1980 FY. 1981 


1,118,640 


217,706 


217,804 
133,771 
367.360 
483,872 
167,744 


290,666 
208,571 
261,565 
454,765 
148,651 


395,774 
248,144 
509,396 
213,796 
269,217 


215,969 
222,668 
199,069 
153,073 
120,413 


458,297 
477,037 
276,377 
3$4,037 
138,727 


$85,636 $10,113,707 


‘No funds are authorized for the Federal Public Defender’s Office during the fiscal year 
1o8) 


GRANT REQUESTS—COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference considered grant requests from seven Com- 
munity Defender Organizations and approved sustaining 
grants for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1981 as follows: 
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Federal Defenders of San Diego, Inc. $ 802,000 
Federal Defender Program, Inc.— 
Atlanta, Georgia 214,000 
Federal Defender Program. Inc.— 
Chicago, Illinois 506 ,00C 


Legal Aid and Defender Assn. of 


Division 600,000 
Federal Defender Services Unit of the 

Legal Aid Society of New York 1,146,000 
Federal Defender Inc.— 

Portland, Oregon 256,000 
Federal Court Division of the 

Defender Assn. of Philadelphia 411,000 


COMMUNITY DEFENDER—CONDITIONS OF GRANT 


In March 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 39) the Conference adopte= 
terms and conditions governing sustaining grants to Com- 
munity Defender Organizations commencing with the fiscal 
year 1980. Clause 6 of the grant conditions, dealing with the 
submission of annual reports by Community Defender 
Organizations, was written to apply to the prior practice of 
the Committee of considering grant requests annually at its 
January meeting. Judge Bonsal reported that the Committee 
has resolved to consolidate the consideration of all fiscal mat- 
ters and funding requests for both Federal Public and Com- 
munity Defender Organizations annually at its June meeting. 
In order to conform the grant conditions to the new Commit- 
tee practice, the Conference, upon recommendation of the 
Committee, amended Clause 6 of the grant conditions to read 
as follows: 

6. ANNUAL REPORTS: As required by subsection 
<12KB) of the CJA, the Grantee must submit an annual 
report setting forth its activities, financial position and the an- 
ticipated caseload and expenses for the coming year. Instruc- 
tions for completing the annual report and its date of submis- 
sion will be provided to the Grantee by the Administrative Of- 
fice at least thirty (30) days prior to the submission date. 
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AMENDMENTS TO CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT GUIDELINES 


The Conference, upon recommendation of the Committee, 
approved the following amendments to the Guidelines for the 
Administration of the Criminal Justice Act: 

1. An amendment to paragraph 3.03 of the Guidelines to re- 
quire ex parte applications for services other than counsel 
under subsection (¢) to be heard in camera. 

2. An amendment to paragraph 2.12 of the Guidelines with 
regard to the appointment of counsel in cases transferred 
from one judicial district to another to make reference to 
Rule 20 as well as Rules 40 and 41, Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure. 

3. An amendment to paragraph 2.27(C) to make it clear that 
interim reimbursement procedures are available for the ex- 
penses of counsel and to limit the circumstances of interim 
reimbursement to cases in which expenses are extraor- 
dinary and substantial. The existing paragraph 2.27(C) is 
to become paragraph 2.27(D). 

4. Amend paragraph 2.31 to provide guidance gad uniformi- 
ty in the use of and payments to law students and legal in- 
terns assisting counsel appointed under the Act. 

5. Amend paragraph 4.02(B) of the Guidelines to make clear 
that the receipt and use of giant funds is subject to the con- 
ditions of grant approved by tiie Conference and replace 
Appendix D with the conditions of grant so approved. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEDURE 


The report of the Committee on Rules of Practice and Pro- 
cedure was submitted by the Chairman, Senior Judge Roszel 
C. Thomsen. 


Civit. RULES 


Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Conference 
approved for transmittal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States a series of proposed amendments to Rules 4, 5, 26, 28, 
30, 32, 33, 34, 37, and 45, Federal Kules of Civil Procedure. 
Judge Thomsen stated that the proposed rules had twice been 
circulated to the bench and bar for comment, that public 
hearings had been held in Washington, D.C. and Los 
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Angeles, California and that the Advisory Committee had ful- 
ly considered the many comments received. The proposed 
amendments were designed primarily to enable the district 
courts to control abuses in the discovery process, which, in re- 
cent years, had been the subject of public criticism. The Con- 
ference also authorized the transmission of the Advisory 
Committee’s report to the Supreme Court together with the 
proposed amendments and the Advisory Committee notes. 


BANKRUPTCY RULES 


Judge Thomsen advised the Conference that the Chief 
Justice has appointed a new Advisory Committee on 
Bankruptcy Rules to consider amendments to the rules of 
bankruptcy procedure required by the new Bankruptcy Code, 
which became effective on October 1, 1979. To assist the 
bankruptcy courts in applying the existing bankruptcy rules to 
bankruptcy cases commenced under the new Bankruptcy 
Code, the Advisory Committee recently distributed interim 
rules or guidelines with the suggestion that they be adopted as 
local bankruptcy rules pending promulgation of binding 
amendments to the bankruptcy rules. Copies of the interim 
rules were made available to the members of the Conference 
for their information. 


APPELLATE RULES 


Judge Thomsen stated that the Advisory Committee on Ap- 
pellate Rules has not met since the last session of the Con- 
ference, but that the reporter to the Committee has been 
preparing materials for Committee consideration, concen- 
trating on problems relating to the use of a printed record on 
appeal. A meeting oſ the Advisory Committee will be schedul- 
ed as soon as this material is available. 

lhe amendments to the Appellate Rules, approved by the 
Conference last September, were approved by the Supreme 
Court and were submitted by the Chief Justice to the Con- 
gress on April 30th and became effective August Ist. 
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CRIMINAL RULES 


The amendments to the Federal Rules of Criminal Pro- 
cedure, approved by the Conference in September 1978, 
(Conf. Rept., p. 84) were also approved by the Supreme 
Court and transmitted to the Congress by the Chief Justice on 
April 30th. The order of the Supreme Court approving the 
amended rules would have made them effective on August 1, 
1979. Congress, however, decided to postpone the effective 
date of several amendments until December 1980, thus giving 
the Congress an opportunity to consider those amendments 
during the second session of the 96th Congress. 

The Advisory Committee is presently considering proposed 
amendments to ‘“‘Rules for the Trial of Misdemeanors Before 
United States Magistrates’’ in the event jurisdiction in misde- 
meanor cases is given to magistrates by the proposed amend- 
ments to the Federal Magistrates Act. The Advisory Com- 
mittee is also considering other suggested amendments to the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


COMMITTEE TO CONSIDER STANDARDS 
FOR ADMISSION TO PRACTICE 
IN THE FEDERAL COURTS 


Chief Judge Edward J. Devitt, Chairman of the Committee 
to Consider Standards for Admission to Practice in the 
Federal Courts, presented the final report of the Committee. 
Judge Devitt informed the Conference that its final report 
represents the culmination of three years work during which 
time the Committee investigated the issue thoroughly, held 
numerous hearings and meetings throughout the country, 
made tentative recommendations to the Conference, and 
solicited and received substantial comment from ithe bench, 
bar, and public concerning its recommendations. The Com- 
mittee was aided in its work by surveys conducted by the Fed- 
eral Judicial Center which have established that there is a sub- 
stantial problem relating to the adequacy of trial advocacy in 
the Federal trial courts. 

After full discussion the Conference adopted the following 
resolution: 

RESOLVED: Ii(a). That the Judicial Conference create a 
special committee of the Conference to oversee and monitor, 
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on a pilot basis, an examination on federal practice subjects, a 
trial experience requirement and a peer review procedure, in a 
selected number of district courts that indicate a desire to 
cooperate in any or all of the above programs. 

1(b). The Conference makes no recommendations at this 
time on any of the above noted a¢mission standards to any dis- 
tricts other than those participating in the pilot programs. 

l(c). The following guidelines, shall, without excluding 
others that the implementing committee may adopt, constitute 
a basis for planning, carrying out and assessing the pilot pro- 
grams: 

1. Combinations and permutations of the different 
remedies should be adopted in different localities so that 
the relative merits of different proposals might be judged. 
For example, one district might adopt all of the Commit- 
tee’s proposed requirements, while another might adopt 
just the trial experience requirement and peer review. 

2. Local districts should be able to modify the pro- 
posals to meet special needs of their practice. For exam- 
ple, a district with a great number of sole practitioners 
might establish, with the cooperation of the local bar, a 
seminar and mock trial program that would satisfy the 
experience requirement. Another might mandate that the 
experience requirement could be met by supervision of the 
fledgling lawyer at his first federal court trial or two by an 
experienced volunteer litigator. A district could also limit 
examination to those subjects not tested on the state or 
multi-state bar exams. 

3. The operation of the requirements must be carefully 
observed to see whether any are effective in raising the 
quality of trial advocacy and whether any burdens impos- 
ed on the bar are compensated by improved lawyering. 

4. Because there is so much yet to know about the 
qualitiy of trial advocacy, it is imperative that sufficient 
time, money and expertise be available for studying the 
pilot programs. The knowledge gained may be more 
valuable than any improvement in trial skills. Experience 
with the pilot programs should help improve understan- 
ding of the general state of lawyering skills, help to for- 
mulate workable standards for evaluating courtroom 
performance, and facilitate prediction of what means are 
must appropriate for addressing specific failings of ad- 
vocacy. 

5. Finally, as a general proposition, attitudes toward 
the pilot programs should be inquisitive, empirical and 
flexible. 
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2. That the Judicial Conference recommend to the district 
courts generally that: 

a. They adopt a student practice rule; 

b. They support continuing legal education programs 
on trial advocacy and federal practice subjects and en- 
courage the practicing bar to attend. 

3. That the Judicial Conference recommend to the 
American Bar Association that it consider amending its law 
school accreditation standards to require that all schools pro- 


vide courses in trial advocacy, including student participation 
in actual or simulated trials taught by instructors having litiga- 


tion experience, and that the bench and bar be encouraged to 
support the law schools in achieving the goal of providing 
quality trial advocacy training to all students who want it. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE DISPOSITION 
OF COURT RECORDS 


The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Disposition of 
Court Records was presented by the Chairman, Judge Waiter 
J. Cummings. 


RECORDS OF DistTrRICT COURTS AND BANKRUPTCY COURTS 


In March 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 46) the Conference 
authorized the circulation of a draft ‘‘Records Disposition 
Program and Schedule’’ for the disposition of the records of 
the United States district courts and bankruptcy courts to all 
district judges and other interested officers in the district 
courts with a request that comments thereon be submitted to 
the Committee. Judge Cummings informed the Conference 
that the Committee had received comments from a number of 
district judges, bankruptcy judges, clerks of district courts, 
probation officers, the Administrative Office, the Federal 
Judicial Center, and the Immigration and Naturalization Ser- 
vice. In addition the Committee had considered the comments 
of the National Archives and Records Service. As a result the 
periods for the retention of certain court records, originally 
proposed, were increased. 

Upon recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
approved the Records Disposition Program and Schedule sub- 
mitted by the Committee with one amendment increasing the 
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retention period for bankruptcy case files from 10 to 20 years. 
The Committee was authorized to make further changes in the 
disposition schedule that might be called for as a result of an 
appraisal of the schedule by the National Archives and 
Records Service. 


PRESERVATION OF RECORDS HAVING HISTORICAL VALUE 


Judge Cummings stated that several judges and others who 
commented on the original draft schedule expressed concern 
that steps be taken to assure the preservation of those records 
of the district courts and bankruptcy courts having historical 
value. He stated that the Committee had been assured by the 
National Archives and Records Service that procedures for 
making this determination will be developed. The National 
Archives and Records Service has been requested to submit a 
plan to determine which temporary court records have such 
archival value as to warrant permanent retention by the Na- 
tional Archives. In addition the Committee is proposing the 
creation of an ‘“‘Archives-History Committee’’ in each circuit 
to identify those records having potential historical value, so 
that they may be segregated at the time they are retired to a 
records center. 


OTHER RECORDS 


Judge Cummings informed the Conference that the Com- 
mittee would consider disposition schedules for the records of 
the courts of appeals and other courts in the Federal judicial 
system and will report thereon to the Conference at a future 
session. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the recent death of Judge John Biggs, Jr., a former 
member of the Conference and former Chairman of several 
Conference committees, the Conference adopted the follow- 
ing resolution: 


HONORABLE JOHN Bicos, JR. 


The Judicial Conference notes with sorrow the death of 


Judge John Biggs, Jr., on April 15, 1979. Judge Biggs joined 
the Conference in April 1939 when he became Senior Circuit 
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Judge of the Third Circuit, later denominated Chief Judge, 
and served on the Conference for more than 26 years until Oc- 
tober 1965. Throughout this period Judge Biggs was a stalwart 
leader in the work of the Conference, serving as the chairman 
or member of numerous Conference committees. In 1955 he 
organized the Committee on Court Administration and served 
as its chairman for 14 years. He was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Supporting Personnel from 1940 to 1969, chairman 
of the Subcommittee «... Judicial Salaries, Annuities and 
Tenure of the Committee on Court Administration from 1969 
to 1970, and a member of the Committee on Judicial Statistics 
from 1957 to 1969. During his service on the Judicial Con- 
ference he also served on numerous ad hoc Conference com- 
mittees. 

His dedication to the work of the Conference brought him to 
Washington frequently to meet with representatives of the 
Judiciary Committees of the Congress and to testify before 
Congress on behalf of the Conference on legislative matters af- 
fecting the Judiciary, including the annual Judiciary budget. 
His voice before the Congress and the Conference was strong 
and influential. Few judges in the history of the Federal 
Judiciary have contributed as much to the development of the 
Federal Judiciary as did Judge John Biggs, Jr. 

The members of the Conference mourn the passing of this 
distinguished and dedicated jurist and colleague. 


Noting also the recent death of Judge William B. Jones, a 
former member of the Conference and Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Judicial Activities, the Conference adopted the 
following resolution: 


HONORABLE WILLIAM B. JONES 


The Judicial Conference of the United States takes note with 
deep sorrow of the death of Judge William Blakely Jones on 
July 31, 1979, in Washington, D.C. 

Born in Cedar Rapids, lowa, on March 20, 1907, Judge 
Jones spent his boyhood in Denison and Sioux City, lowa; and 
then attended the University of Notre Dame for both his under- 
graduate and legal training. Judge Jones starred as a football 
player under the fabled Knute Rockne, served as coach of the 
freshman football team under Rockne while attending Notre 
Dame Law School, and was a highly successful football coach 
at Carroll College in Helena, Montana. 

After a successful period in private practice in Montana, 
Judge Jones became a Washington lawyer in the Lands Division 


of the Justice Department, served in the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration, and was Secretary of the Joint British-American 
Patent Interchange Commitice during World War II. 

Entering private practice in Washington in 1946, he quickly 
established a brilliant reputation as a lawyer of cxceptional 
ability. 

Judge Jones gave up an outstanding law practice to begin his 
service as a United States district judge on May 14, 1962, and 
quickly became recognized as one of the nation’s most 
work. Judge Jones served as Chief Judge of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia from July 14, 1975, 
until March 20, 1977 when he accepted senior status. 

Despite the great burdens which Judge Jones carried as a 
judge and chief judge in the District of Columbia, he was active 
and vigorous in a substantial number of legal associations and 
organizations. Judge Jones served as Chairman of the Board of 
the National Institute of Trial Advocacy and as Chairmen of 
the Judicial Conference Advisory Committee on Judicial Ac- 
tivities. He also served as Chairman of the Judicial Administra- 
tion Division of the American Bar Association, and was a 
Judicial Fellow in the American College of Trial Lawyers and a 
member of the American Bar Foundation. 

Judge Jones’ life was one of challenge, hard work, and the 
successful pursuit of excellence in all that he did. In every role 
he won the respect and affection of everyone with whom he 
worked and was revered as a leader, counselor, and friend. The 
Judicial Conference of the United States adopts this resolution 
in memory and appreciation of his life and service. The sym- 
pathy of all Conference members is extended to Mrs. Alice 
Jones and his daughter Barbara. 


ELECTIONS 


The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 621(a)(2), elected 
Judge Donald S. Voorhees of the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Washington to membership on the 
Board of the Federal Judicial Center to fill the unexpired term 
of Chief Judge Otto R. Skopil, Jr., of the District of Oregon, 
who has been elevated to the position of circuit judge on the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 

The Conference also elected Bankruptcy Judge Lloyd D. 
George of the District of Nevada to the Board of the Federal 
Judicial Center for a term of four years, pursuant to 
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Section 228 of the Act to establish a uniform law on the 


subject of bankruptcies, Public Law 95-598, approved 
November 6, 1978. 


PRETERMISSION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS 


The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, approved the 
pretermission of terms of the courts of appeals for the Fifth, 
Eighth and Tenth Circuits during the calendar year 1980 as 
follows: in the Fifth Circuit at all places except New Orleans; 
in the Eighth Circuit at Omaha, Nebraska; and in the Tenth 
Circuit, at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma and Wichita, Kansas. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized the immediate release of met- 
ters considered at this session where necessary for legislative 
or administrative action. 


Warren ©. 
Chief Justice of the United States 


November 12, 1979 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 
FOR THE TWELVE-MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 


TO THE CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE UNITED STATES. CHAIR- 
MAN; AND MEMBERS OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


Pursuant to provisions of section 604(aX3) Title 28, 
United States Code, I have the honor to report herewith on 
the activities »2f the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts and the business of the courts for the twelve- 
month period ending June 30, 1979. 


With this annual report, the Administrative Office com- 
pletes virtually forty years of activity. The Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts was created by the Act of 
August 7, i939 ‘53 Stat. 1223; U.S. Code, Title 28 Sections 
444-450). The Act took effect by its terms on November 6, 
1939, and the first Director, Henry Chandler, qualified and 
took office on December 1, 1939. 


This fortieth annual report provides a summary statement 
on the growth of the workload in the courts of appeals and 
the district courts for the years 1940-1979 with amplified 
discussion regarding statistics for 1979. 


Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978, and other legislation. 


The purpose of these annual reports goes beyond carrying 
out a statutory obligation. They are designed to inform, 


highlight, and provide a record for the judiciary and for stu- 
dents of the courts. These annual reports, because of their 


continuity as well as their detailed statistics, provide a 
written account of the stewardship of the workload of the 
courts upon which far-reaching policy decisions can be made 

and the 


not only within the judiciary but by the Congress 
Executive agencies. 


In addition to this annual report, several other reports 


have been issued in the past year in response to an ever- 
increasing requirement for better managem 


2 
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Thus, three reports which summarized twelve months of 
workload information were published for September 30, 1978, 
December 31, 1978, and March 31, 1979. In each of these 
reports, entitled Federal Judicial Workioad Statistics, high- 
lights are provided ranging from civil rights and prisoner 
petiticns to the downturn in criminal filings in the district 
courts. These reports assured that any change in workload 
could be easily identified, however subtle. Further, they give 
information to various users such as agencies of the federal 
government and state court administrators, which could be 
identified in any one of the twelve-months reports. Thus, this 
year a “rolling” twelve-months report was introduced which 
essentially adds three months of data and drops the first 
three months of statistics each time it is published. 


Two other reports of special significance to the ' 
are Court Management Statistics and Juror Utilization both 
of which were first published in 1971. 


Court Management Statistics was initiated, as a separate 
publication, upon the recommendation of the Judicial Confer- 
ence Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics which determined 
what facts about court workload best reflected docket condi- 
tions and judgeship needs. While continuing to assist the 
judiciary in identifying judgeship needs, this publication has 
found wide usage by persons concerned with the workload of 
the federal courts. In addition to case filings and termination 
data, median time intervals are shown for disposition of 
cases, and national and circuit rankings on several indices are 
provided. 


The report on juror utilization has served a larger purpose 
as the district courts continue to find the best method for 
utilizing citizens called to the court to serve on either 
grand or petit jury. This report was first published in 1971 
Sue > Gb Eeineee 48 o twer Ghanian aoa 
system pursuant to a resolution of the Judicial Conference in 
1970. In 1974, grand juror utilization statistics were added 
and in the coming year ending June 30, 1980, statistics will be 


provided on petit juror utilization by U.S. bankruptcy judges 
in jury trials rising out of or related to bankruptcy 


proceedings. 


Obviously, the sum total of all data collected by the 
Administrative Office from circuit and district judges, bank- 
ruptcy judges, magistrates, federal public and community 


a 
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ng 


defenders, probation officers and clerks of court cannot 
appear in this report. A vast statistical collection system 
with instructions for completing each of thirty statistical 


er processing and further improving the quality and 
timeliness of judicial workload statistics. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS 


ta, in addition to disposition and pending statistics, can be 
seen in the accompanying Table 1. 


by the courts of appeals rose to 18,928 or 6.9 
last year; Ph wever, the increase in filings 
offset this record, resulting : 1 another record high number of 
17,939 cases pending in the courts of appeals. This was 7.8 


percent greater than the 16,648 cases pending a year ago. 


Most of the numerical increase in filings, comparing 1979 
to 1978, were cases rising from the criminal and civil 
decisions of the district courts. However, there was a 
sizeable upsurge of appeals from administrative agency 
decisions. These rose from 2,382 in 1978 to 2,922 in 1 
increase of 22.7 percent. 


Nom: of the 35 new court of appeals judgeships were 
filled as of June 30, 1979. These, plus vacancies under the 
prior authorizations, resulted in 38 vacancies overall on June 


Table 1 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated. and Pending 
on June 30, 1940 - 1979 


a eneeeenen 97 95 2 A 
1975 .. ccc ceeeee 97 6 1 47 
1976 oo. cceccees 97 4 3 aa 
1977... ee ee eee 97 87 10 “8 
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1979 occ cc eeees 2 432 4 38 “6 


| Not eluded in the authorized judgeships. 
Inciudes 35 positions created by P.L. 95-486. 


Table 3 


Source of Appeals 
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30, 1979. The status of courts of appeals judgeships as of June 


30, 1974 - 1979, is shown in Table 2. 


— 


The substantial improvement in civil cases closed curing 
the year did not offset the increase in filings, resulting in 
another record pending caseload of 177,805. 


Table 4 
Chil Cases Pilod, Terminated. and “onding 
on Jane 1, 1940 - 1979 
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Tabic 5 
Cid Cases by Jorisdiction 
US. Cases | Prowete ( aes 

| ) | Diweratty Loci 
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Yea ' Teta | Piel | wet enGent wurstoon sup 
~ ee 4290576) ame xv⸗ 011 | 31,68 : oe 
197% j 13e77 RSM | ATT $8,271 76% «| 1083 
na eacecce 154,666 | 31,083 aes" 63,221 M48) Li 
Percent | 
19TS/19TS | ia) 4 23 a? a) 4 


Filings involving personal 
compared to 21,946 in 1978. 


- Personal property damage suits were up to 4,945, 
eo nee more than 4,429 such cases in 
1 


ment Opportunity Commission and in the 
will be statistically recorded as "Civil Rights 
Employment Discrimination” cases. 


- Tax suits rose to 3,519 filings, 31.8 percent over 
2,669 such filings in 1978. 


Three types of civil suits which in 1979 com- 
prised 30.8 percent of all filings and 27.5 percent 
of all pending civil cases continue to rise. These 
are prisoner petitions, civil rights and social 
security cases. 


Table 6 
Selected Types of Civil Litigation In District Courts 
f sbengs Pending dune 36 
Teor of Com i977 CT 1978 i 1978 eT evs 1978 
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Criminal Cases 

The district courts experienced a continued decline in 
criminal cases filed. The decrease may undoubtedly be attrib- 
uted in large measure to the policy announced by the Attor- 
ney General in November 1977, directing the federal crime 
program primarily to organized crime, narcotics, public 
corruption, and white-collar crime. Further, the reduction of 
prosecutions of bank robbers by turning offenders over to 
state authorities, along with the diversion of juveniles to the 
states, has contributed to the substantial decline in the 
criminal caseload. Filings in 1979 were 65 percent higher, 
however, than in 1940, the first reporting year. 


Implementation of provisions of the Speedy Trial Act of 
1974 resulted in an increased rate of dispositions. At the 
close of the year the number of pending criminal cases 
dropped to 15,124 or 4.7 percent less than the 15,878 pending 
criminal cases recorded last year and the lowest number in 
the decade of the 1970's. A discussion of the statistical 
impact of the Speedy Trial Act for the interim years 1976, 


1977 and 1978 is the subject of a separate report to Congress. 


Proceedings commenced by indictment have declined by 


about 4,000 over last year, whereas proceedings begun by an 
information remained almost constant. Proceedings under the 


Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act numbered only 78 com- 
pared to 120 last year and 1,000 in the early 1970's. Defen- 


dents choosing to be tried by a magistrate dropped slightly to 
1,114 cases compared to 1,396 in 1978. 


The prosecution of white-coller crime began to show with 
@ modest 0.7 percent increase in embezzlement and fraud 
cases. New case filings for violation of extortion and racke- 
teering statutes increased by 19.0 percent to 376 in 1979 
from 316 in 1978. Other offenses showing an increase in 
prosecutions in 1979 were income tax violations up by 6.1 
percent; postal fraud, up 29.7 percent; and immigration 
violations, up 7,8 percent. 


Offenses with substantial declines in filings include auto 
theft, down 50.7 percent, thus continuing the policy of the 
Department of Justice of prosecuting vehicle theft where it 


Table 7 
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
on June 30, 1940 ~ 1979 


Criminal Cases 
Commenced 
Year Cases Criminal Cases 
Ended Authorized Per Criminal Cases Pending 
June 30 Judgestups Number  Judgesmp Terminated June 30 

———— 4 — 
1940 ...... 190 33,401 176 33,861 9,553 
8965 wccccs 193 39,429 204 V. 11,017 
1950 .....4. 215 37,720 175 37,414 8,181 
1955 ...... 244 37,123 152 36,580 8,643 
1960 ...... 245 29,828 122 29,864 7,691 
1965 ...... 307 33,334 109 32,078 16,834 
1970 ...... 401 39,959 100 36,819 20,910 
1971 — 401 43,157 106 39,582 24,485 
1972 ...45. 400 49,054 123 48,101 25,438 
1973 . 2.45. 400 42,434 106 43,456 24,416 
1974 . 2.46. 400 39,754 99 41,526 22,644 
1975 2.446. 400 43,282 108 43,515 22,411 
1976 .. 44. 399 41,020 103 43,675 19,756 
W977 2. nue 398 41,509 104 44,233 17,150 
1978 ...45. 399 35,983 90 37,286 15,878 
1979 ....45. 516 32,688 63 33,442 15,124 
Percent Change 

1979 over 

1940 2.245 171.6 2.1 64.2 1.3 54.3 
1950 2.45. 140.0 13.3 64.0 10.7 84.9 
1960 . 2.46. 110.6 9.6 ~48.4 11.9 96.7 
1970 . 2.46. 24.7 18.2 -37.0 3.3 “27.7 
1978 ...46- | 29.3 i 9.2 -30.0 | 10.3 4.7 


is connected to organized criminal activity and diverting the 
joy-tider to state authorities. 


To some extent the reduction of narcotic drug violations 
represents the effort of the Department of Justice to reach 
the main manufacturer and distributor of illicit drugs with 
somewhat less emphasis on the small street operator. Also, 
the long campaign by both state and federal authorities in 
reducing drug traffic reached its pinnacle in the early 1970's 
with a substantial number of violators receiving long prison 
sentences. Thus, drug law violators in Bureau of Prisons 
institutions in 1970 numbered 16 out of 100 prisoners, where- 
as in 1979 there were 25 prisoners serving terms for drug 
related offenses out of each 100 incarcerated. 


Other offenses with declines in filings were weapons and 
firearms, down 60.7 percent or 1,209 filings compared to 
3,076 in 1978; prosecutions for forgery declined by 28.7 
percent to 2,418 compared to 3,393 a year ago; and bank 
robbery cases filed in district courts dropped 17.6 percent to 
1,066 compared to 1,293 bank robberies filed in 1978. 


Juror Utilization in she U.S. District Courts — Petit Jury 

The topic of efficient juror management has been of 
continuing interest to the Judicial Conference. At its 
September 1941 meeting the Judicial Conference established 
a committee of five district judges to investigate the need to 
improve methods of jury selection in United States courts and 
further, it authorized the recently established Administrative 
Office to conduct a study of the jury system especially in 
regard to economy in the selection and service of jurors. 


Since that time the Administrative Office has intermit- 
tently published figures on the participation of jurors and the 
cost of juries in the federal courts. 


From 1953 through 1963 the Administrative Office col- 
lected statistics on the number of petit jurors available for 
service on jury selection days and the number of jurors 
reporting for trials which had started on previous days. The 
collection of this information on the JS-11 reporting form 
was discontinued in 1964. 


For several years there was no collection of juror usage 
statistics. As the cost of the jury system increased, the need 
for this information was particularly critical. In March 1970 


ili 


the Judicial Conference approved the recommendation of the 
Committee on the Operation of the Jury System to reinstate 
petit juror reporting on a revised JS-11 form. The first statis- 
tics collected on the new form were published in the 1971 
Annual Report of the Director and in a new annual publica- 
tion, Juror Utilization in United States Courts. 


The table, "National Petit Juror Usage,” provides the 
breakdown of total available prospective jurors for all 
districts for the twelve-month periods ended June 30, 1971 
through 1979. Total available jururs increased 10.4 percent 
from 512,553 in 1971 to 565,617 in 1979. In 1979 the percent- 
age of prospective jurors who were selected for or served on 
jury trials decreased for the first time in the nine years of 
data collected on the revised JS-11 form. The percentage of 
jurors who were challenged for cause or peremptorily by 
counsel rose to 16.2 percent, considerably higher than the 
1971 figure of 12.9 percent. Juror: falling into the category 
of not selected, serving, or challerged include jurors who live 
at great distances from the courthouse and must travel to the 
place of holding court om the days before and after jury 
service. The percentage of jurors in the category of not 
selected, serving or challenged increased to 24.6 percent in 
1979 up from 24.0 percent in 1978. 


This table also shows the number of jury trial days rose 
31.2 percent from 21,990 in 1971 to 28,851 in 1979, an 
increase of 6,861 days. When 1979 is compared with other 
years, however, the number of jury trial days has declined 
steadily for the past three years from the 1976 level of 
30,032 days. The percentage of criminal trial days continues 
to decline from a high of 59.3 percent in 1976 to the 1979 
level of 52.6 percent. 


ial 
dividing the total available jurors by the total number of jury 
trial days. The nationwide J.U.I. recorded in 1979 was 19.60. 
This is a slight increase over the 1978 J.U.1. of 19.51, but is 
significantly lower than the 1971 J.U.1. of 23.31. 


Grand Jury 
As the result of a conti concern for improving juror 
management, the Judicial Conference in April 1973 recog- 
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UNITED STATES COURTS 


PETIT JUROR USAGE 


12 MONTHS ENDED AWE 3D 1979 


NWOT SELECTED, 
SERVING OR CHALLENGED 


SOTE Twenty peagie are petured because the Juror Usage indes in 1879 was 18 66. 
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Table 8 
National Peta Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1971 - 1979 
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2 $3.5 4.5 38.3 60) el: 66.4 60.5 $8.2 ° ° 
6,314 79,501 66,570 82,152 68,228 92,727 96.693 | 66,163 91,575 25,261 61 
12.3 145 13.1 13.2 16.1 13.6 13.5 13.5 16.2 : : 
166,361 | 164,142 162,592 143,057 129,954 142,916 160,689 | 137,068 139,277 (28,064) -17.3 
32.8 30.0 m4 26.5 73.8 241 241 240 244 
71,990 26,176 76,425 2,274 26,293 30,632 29,875 | 23,238 26,851 6,661 31.2 
11,999 14,615 16,791 16,426 815,818 17,618 16,945 | 16,084 15,171 3,172 64 
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23.31 20.96 20.16 19.12 19.32 19.73 19.55 19.51 19.60 
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nized that the Administrative Office did not maintain ade- 
quate statistical records to determine whether or not grand 
jurors were being utilized efficiently. The Judicial Confer- 
ence then adopted the policy that the clerk of each district 
court maintain statistical records of: grand juries within the 
district to determine if utilization churacteristics for the 
federal grand jury system could be developed. As a result of 
this action, the Grand Jury Reporting System for the district 
courts was instituted in January 1974 by the Committee on 
the Operation of the Jury System, a committee of the Judi- 
cial Conference. The testing of this program was conducted 
in all district courts from January through June 1974, with 
full implementation occurring on July 1, 1974. The results of 
the first full year of collection of statistical data on all 
federal grand juries were presented in the 1975 Annual Re- 
port of the Director and the 1975 Juror Utilization Report. 
The data collected through this reporting program has 
provided substantial information on the characteristics of 
federal grend juries and the utilization of persons calied for 


grand jury duty. 


Grand jury activity in the district courts, as measured by 
the number of grand jury sess.ons convened, has increased 
steadily in the past five years. The accompanying table, 
"Grand Juror Statistics,” summarizes national trends in juror 
utilization for the years ended June 30, 1975 through 1979. 
The total number of grand jury sessions rose a substantial 
24.8 percent from 7,846 in 1975 to 9,791 in 1979. 
ingly, the number of jurors in session climbed from 156,167 in 
1975 to 194,168 in 1979, and the number of hours in session 
increased by 9,475 or 22.9 percent. These increases are 


ially attributable to efforts to meet the mandates of the 
“- Trial Act of 1974 which require that a defendant be 


indicted within certain time limits, and the increase in the 
calling of specia! grand juries pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 3331. 


The total rumber of grand juries in existence rose 18.2 
percent from 570 in 1975 to 674 in 1979. The 1979 figure is 
the highest for the five years of this reporting program. The 
number of grand juries impaneled in 1979 remained high at 
311. For the second year in a row, there was a decrease in the 


number of grand juries discharged, indicating that the life- 
time of a grand jury is on the increase. 


The table also shows the average number of jurors for 
each session convened, as well as the average number of 
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conduct 
16 and 
number of 


hours for each session. In 
grand jury there must be betw 
present. Nationally, the average 


rumber of hours per session has vari 
five-year period and stood at 5.2 hours in 


session ranged from 19.9 in 1975 to 19.8 i 


Table 9 
Grand Juror Statistics National Totals 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended Jane 3D. 1975 - 1979 
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Tabtc 10 
Matters Duposed of b; Unmed States Magstrates 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30. 1972 and 197 - 1979 
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,914 separate sessions in ‘which 


tricts. Magistrates also conducted 3,784 pretrial conferences 
or omnibus hearings in 49 districts and reviewed 1 


motions in 75 districts, of which 1,604 were 
ters in which magistrates submitted a full 


grand juries returned indictments to magistrates in 72 


final hearings on probation revocation conducted 


trates in 65 districts, and 1 
mended resolution under 28 U.S.C. 636(bM1 
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Federal Probation System 
Historical Tabic, 1940 — 1979 
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Table 12 


Persons Received For Supervision 
For The Twelve Month Periods Ending June 30, 1978 and 1979 
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Tatie 13 
Persoms Under Supervision 
On June 30, 1978 and 1979 . 
Unoer Superwas cn increase 
Type of or Percent 
Super vs on i i Decrease Ohange 
Wc cccccccccccces 4.681 087 0 44 
Proteteon, Dustrect Courts. . . 34,962 36,931 -2,831 4.2 
Probeteon, U.S Magustretes . - 7,412 7.251 16! 22 
Pretreal Diwermom.... «~~ « « «+ suuns 2,277 2,382 18s a6 
REGED co cccccccceoococeovcsees 12,212 13,186 972 te 
Mandetory Release... ............ 1,982 2,013 11 us 
Military Parole... . «= «sss ncccuune De? 285 *2 ms 
Special Parete ..... . . ~ - eee nuns: 3,629 412! 492 ins 
Table 14 
Workload of Federal Probation Officers 
Years Ending June 30, 1974 Through 1979 


Sayer 

“aor 

ee 
ot 1,687 2120 627 59.615 7 
os — 1,377 31,70 240 1,128 64 261 $7 
Lo) Se 1,482 32,183 732 1,208 64208 ‘ 
1977 — 1,578 28,678 333 1,346 64,427 wu 
Sr | Obe 27,278 a3 1,381 oe te. “a 
1978 .. — be 7 600 a4 1,398 64,087 o 

Table I4a 
by Probation Officers 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ending June 30, 1978 and 1979 
Type of Investigetion ievs 1978 
— -| 282,706 108,172 
Presentence Wewestigntion ccc | 930,508 26,338 
CoBeteral lnvestigetion for another Gistriet . 5. 6 ce eee une — 17,476 16,506 
Preliminary tnvestigation to easiet U.S. Attorney 2,137 3,102 
Postsentence Investigation for Inetitution. .. 6 66 cc ewww uns 1,66) 1,257 
Pretransfer levestigetion (Propetion and Perce)... — 16,073 oer4 
(Protetiom ad Parole) ©. eee 1ee1) 11,421 
Prereiease inves'igstian fore 
Poderal or Military Watitetiom . ce ee nnne 4,206 6,082 
. 

U 4 
— ee un | ay 
Parcie Revocation Hearing Reperts .. 6.6.66. c cece ccc eeeeeeeel | hl Lan 
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BANKRUPTCY WORKLOAD 
In the twelve months ending June 30, 1979, a total of 
226,476 bankruptcy cases of all types was filed. This is a 
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numerical increase of 23,525 cases and a percentage increase 
of 11.6 percent from the 1978 total. The number represents 


the fourth largest yearly increase in bankruptcy filings. 


The following Table 15 shows bankruptcy cases filed since 
1948, the first year under the Referees’ Salary Act and illus- 


trates the cyclical nature of bankruptcy filings which has 
occured since 1967. 


Table 15 
Bankruptcy Cases Filed During the 12 Month Periods 
Ended June 30, 1948 - 1979 


1974.......... 189,513 16,316 9.4 
OTS. we scccces 254,484 64,971 34.3 
ot Pee 246,549 ~ 7,935 - 3.1 
LOTT. wo ccccces 214,399 ~ 32,150 - 13.0 
197B. wee eee ees 202,951 ~ 11,448 -5.3 


br) Pee 226,476 23,525 11.6 


— 


All circuits except the First and Second registered in- 
creases in filings. The greatest numerical increase was in the 
Ninth Circuit which increased by 6,202 cases with the 
Circuit following with an increase of 6,112 cases. The 
Circuit had a twenty percent increase in filings which was the 
largest percentage increase of any circuit. 


Sixth 
Sixth 


Table 16 
Bankruptcy Filings. 12 Month Periods Ended 
junc 3. 1978 and 1979 


Cirewit 1978 


Wee ccccces 202,951 226,476 23,525 11.6 
District of 
Columbia ....... 221 249 28 12.7 
.. SYUTTerrrrre 5,165 4,88) -284 -$.5 
Second. ....sseees. 14,339 14,311 -28 -0.2 
Te coccceeceeses 8,086 6,101 15 0.2 
POM co cccccccose 14,061 16,119 2,058 14.6 
D4444 30,516 33,850 3,334 16.9 
BM cocceecceeee 30,582 36,694 6,112 20.0 
DOVER cccccoccce 26,633 30,644 4,031 15.1 
BigttthK .....60006s 15,651 16,797 1,146 7.3 
emo coccevecece 43,434 49,636 6,202 14.3 
TOR cocccccocecs 14,263 15,174 gil 6.4 


Business bankruptcies declined in 1979 from 30,528 in 
1978 to 29,500 in 1979, a drop of 1,028 cases. The number 
filed in 1979 represents the fifth largest number of business 
bankruptcy cases ever filed. The ratio of business bankrupt- 
cies to total filings dropped to 13 percent, while the non- 
business filings increased to 87.0 percent. 


Table 17 shows that the highesi percentages of business 
cases relative to total workload occurred in the Firet, Second 
and Third circuits. The Ninth Circuit has by far the greatest 
number of business cases, with the Fifth Circuit second. 


In 1979, there was an increase in voluntary straight 
bankruptcy cases of 8.7 percent. There were, however, 
decreases in all of the special relief chapters, viz. IX, X, XI 
and Section 77 (railroad reorganizations), except for Chapter 
Xil which increased from 650 to 669 cases and Chapter XIII 
which had a 30.7 percent increase or a numerical increase of 
9,257 cases. 
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Table 17 
Business and Non-Busincss Filings. 12 Month Period Ended June WO. 1979 


the total filings over the past eleven years. 


Table 18 
Business and Non Business Bankruptcies 


ecccces 164,930 . 
1970 2 nn nace 194,399 176,202 91.7 16,197 8.3 
BOTE wc ccces 201,352 182,249 90.5 19,163 9.5 
oe errr 182,869 164,737 94.1 18,132 9.9 
1973 2 wn aaes 173,197 155,707 89.9 17,490 16.1 
1974 2. — 189,513 164,767 69.1 20,746 10.9 
1O7S 2 wn cues 254,484 224,354 68.2 30,130 1148 
1976 2 wu aes 746,549 211,348 65.7 35,201 14.3 
LOTT www waee 214,399 182,210 85.0 32,189 15.0 
1978 2 wc uwee 202,951 172,423 85.0 30,528 15.0 
197D 2 nc cuee 226,476 196,976 67.0 79,500 13.0 


Filings by chapter of the Bankruptcy Act for the past ten 
years, and increases or decreases in 1979 from the prior year 


are shown below in Table 19. 


A total of 209,316 cases was closed in 1979. This is a 
decrease of 7,417 from 1978 and left 258,168 cases pending 
on June 30, 1979, an increase of 18,021 from the number 


pending a year earlier. 
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The provisions of Public Law 95-486 relating to additional 
judgeships for the courts of appeals followed the March 1977 
recommendations of the Judicial Conference except that one 
judgeship recommended for the District of Columbia Circuit 
was not approved and eleven judgeships not recommended by 


Act increased the authorized judgeships on 
appeals to 132 compared to 97 prior to the Act. 


Table 20 
United States Courts of Appeals 
Asditonal Judgeships Authorized by the 
judgeship Acts of 191, 1966, 1965 and 1975 


rT. rr. or rr. woe rin - * 

Ser ere eee eee OR, ee —* 

wee he eh he Le ee ea) — om” 
os 1 4 F i” 


Tabie 21 
AGérmoma) budgeshas Authorund by the 
Suagestup Acts of 1961, 1066, 1979 anc 1978 
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Unmed States Dastract Courts 
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positions at grades 16, 17 and 18 in the Administrative 
Office. Taken in context with other legislation, this provides 
the Acministrative Office with its own supergrade positions 
unrelated to the program established for the Executive 
Branch. This program was implemented in Aprii 1979. 


The Act also provides that any court of appeals having 
more than fifteen active judges may constitute itself into 
administrative units complete with such facilities and staff as 
may be prescribed by the Administretive Cffice of the United 
States Courts and may perform its en banc function by such 
mumb-or of members of its en banc courts as may be pre- 
scribed by rule of the courts of appeals. This section had not 
been implemer.ted as of June 30, 1979. 


Personnel 

In addition to the manifold tasks created for it by the 
Omnibus Judgeship Act, the legislation affecting the bank- 
ruptcy system impacted heavily on the Division of Personnel 
during the year in deconsolidating clerks’ offices, changing 
criteria for classification of personnel, and computing 
annuities. 


1979, the Division of Personnel began its second 
phase of the Judiciary Salary Plan review. Almost half of the 
initially targeted representative district and circuit courts 
have been visited and an interim report has been assembled 
for review by program divisions. 


In connection with the Civil Service Reform Act, interim 
procedures for reduction in grade or removal for unaccept- 
able performance, and a proposal for the allocation of some 
positions to be used jor part-time career employment have 
been completed; and many meetings and seminars for educa- 
tional purposes have been attended. Activities still in prog- 
ress include: the training and orientation of employees in the 
Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center who 
are subject to the Reform Act; revision of the Grievance Plan 
to reflect under the Reform Act; implementation of 
the Merit Pay System; and developing new adverse action 

7 concerning suspensions, reduction r ey or pay 
removal and furl It is anticipated that or most of 
these activities continue in year 1980, since the 
Civil Service Reform Act has changed the basic requirements 
for pay and performance ratings as well as the actual pay 
scale for certain positions. 
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Table 22 
Personne! in the Federal Judiciary on June V 


— —— 
D — ö— 5 5— 10 10 
Steff to cirewlt emecutives .. 6 ccc cece ewww eeeee is 8 
Secretaries to puGges . «wo cc cece wenn wwennes 544 $28 
Secretaries to retired judges... . oc eee wnne 140 139 
Court (eteff) secretarios . . . «6 6 cc eee een weenes 62 126 
Low chert to judges... 5. 5 5c cece e eee ee eeweeees oes 697 
Lew clerks to retire! judges... wc cc eee wnnee 160 139 
Senior staff attormeys . . . . . cc cc ccc eee w ewww eweeee u1 11 
Supervisory staff attormeys . . . «6 6 6 cc eee wune ’ 
Gea GUNSTMEBs c ccc ccccccccccccccccccccescocess 73 » 17 
Totel pers~mnel for clerta’ offices .. 6 6 cc cee ewee 2,917 2,717 

1. —PPYTTTTTITLILITLILITTTITrrrryrrrrrerryree 4,921 4,530 
Members of Probation Staffs. 

Protation officers £2. ccc ccc cee eee eeeeeeee 1,673 1,664 
Prepation officer eusistants. ... «6.6 cece ew wwwuues 30 30 
Pretrial services officers... 6 ccc cece eee ewe euueee $1 100 
+  PPPYTTITITITITITIITITIrrirreesserseesesrerirriite 1,108 1,092 

SBSSGGGGOõGGGGOGPCOAAMASN)TAAãS2ñ0 6 TTT 2,902 2,886 

Members of Bankruptcy Staffs: 
ss sx PPVTTTITITILITILITILILI IIe 232 236 
+ — PPYPYTTITITITILITITTrTrrereesreresrreeree 1,018 1,333 

1. PPYTTTTIIITrrerseresrreseresrrrrrerrrerreree 1,250 1,569 
United States Magistrates... 6 6 6c c cece ewww wwuns 455 444 
Staff to United States Magistrates... «6.6 6c c eee ewes 325 358 
Pederal Public Defenders & Assistants... . «6.6 6c scene 136 iss 
Staff to Pederal Public Defenders ... 6. 6 6c cee wuune 139 i35 
Court Criers (including court crier- 

les lee c ccc ccccccccccececeeceeeeeeeeces 436 4il 
Comrt PODOTTETS 26cm eee eeeee 44) 461 
Court reporter — secretariqs. . 6. 66k cece ewww wnne i - 
Supporting personnel of the apecial courts .... 6. 66s eens 219 223 
wer —— 

OF GabUMRED oc c ccc ccccccccecescceccosceeeees 20 10 
PTTTITITILITIT VV——— 7 5 
- . WPPPTTTITILILILILITIIITIII ——————— — 48 $1 
RSTBED c ccc ccc cceceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeess 5 3 

THTTTITITITITIITiriiiiriiiiiiiiiit — 12 4 
eae ey Py mb may TIETITITTTiTTy 5 8 
Members of the of the ive 

GEER co cccccccccccccccccsceceseccesecoess 444 
Members of the Steff of the Federal Judic.«i 

+ PPPPUTTTITTLTLIILILILiriiiriiilit — 117 129 
Members of the !udicial Panel on Multidistrict 

eT  PPEEEEE Eee ii 10 
Jury Comminsioner’s Staff... 6 6 eee ww wuee ‘4 ‘ 
Speedy Trial Planning Groups Reporters... 6.66 cc eee 2 - 

TOO cc ccccccccccccccccececeseceeceeeeses 2,828 2,677 
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The Division of Personnel completed the personnel work- 
shops in conjunction with the F Judicial Center, and 
began efforts to develop and maintain an accurate personnel 
manual for use in the federal courts. Although no personnel 
workshops are planned for fiscal year 1980, work on the 
personnel manual will continue throughout the coming year. 


Table 22 shows the total number of personnel on board in 
the federal judiciary as of June 30, 1979. 


Judicial Survivors Annuities Fund 

An actuarial valuation of the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities 
System has been requested at the close of calendar year 1979, 
after the new judges authorized by Public Law 95-486 have 
entered on duty and their service records have been 
established. 


The number of judges and other judicial officers on the 
roll and eligible to participate in the system increased during 
the year from 690 to 709. On June 30, 1979, t's re were 613 
participants compared with 608 on June 30, 19.8. As of June 
30, 1979, there were 192 surviving spouse annuitants and nine 
dependent children. Payments to annuitants during the year 
aggregated $1,973,893 an increase of $157,432 over the 
previous year. The average spouse's annuity increased $322 
from $10,046 to $10,368. Tables 23 and 24 show judicial 
participation, the number of, and amounts paid to anruitants, 
and the financial status of the fund during the preceding ten 
years. Table 25 shows the amount invested in Treasury notes 
and bonds. 


Tabite 2) 
JUDICIAL SURVIVORS ANNUTIES SYSTEM 


’ — 
Powder al pratt rcepat ran Sutvivor «enmrurtants 
— 4 — — — — 
pipers a) Pope deems al { 
(Pt tervabs (Mtoe als Percent Numer of Average 
roral Ys m the roll pret eemeppaet png ogre we rvrren tart »® areuity 
‘ ; — — 
91 148 ‘077 
+4 om, i 91 155 4,477 
i@*} 605 »4) | 4 157 1.976 
a7? 45” y Bs, / we 163 », 465 
1973 te 612 91 163 », hae 
;er4 474 611 91 167 935 
1975 673 614 91 172 6,433 
iat} 669 63 wv 177 7,133 
1977 47) (oe ay 160 9,892 
jes 9) som ae 1a) 16,046 
ise | 709 ; 613 ee | 192 10,368 


“Spouses only. Vs of dame 30, 1979, there were 9 ehuldren reeerweng an annuity 


Table 24 
tedicial Survivars’ — 
Comparative Statemcat of Receipts. Disbursements. and Balances im the Judicial 
Servers’ Annuities Fend 
Years Ending June 30. 1970 Through 1979 
(in Thousands of Dollars) 


seesceccecess 4,502 6,351 7,243 | e148 9,056 9,885 10,747 
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Table 25 
Judscxal Survivors Annuty Fund 
investment Holdings 2s of Jame WO. 1979 


rem @ A ate Tey of Ieeesdt ment A mute 
= 


+) 6 percent L A Treesury Rowts 014.0) T> OS :, : Ss ie 
6 | 6 per eee UA. Treasury Sotes Gat i/79 : isi oe 
D1 6 percent UA. Teeeeury Bont 06 15/78-4) +4), 08 
9 mee nent LA. Teeeeury Gods 21568 sae n 4 FOE 
31 2 pervect LS Treesury Bonds 1115-68 : : ie SOE 
636 perce UA Treasury Gonm ©2115 62 Tot BOE 
© 2 6 ger cont LS Treasury Bonds 06 15.64 416.000 
© 1 0 peer eemvet LA. Treasury Bond 11/1566 228 008 
61 6 per cont . S Trewsury Bonds 08 1587-92 »e0e 722,008 
6! 6 per mene LS Treasury Bonds 01 1) 89-94 167 208 
3102 percent UA. Treewury Gordie OD TROP |... eee ene e600 
63 6 perce UA. Treasury Bond 0215.93 281 008 
7-1/2 percent UL Treesury Ronde 0615/9) 1054000 
ee ⸗⸗⸗ UA. Teeemury Gordes O/ 15/9008 me Fl 
eer cent US. Treeeury Gomis OT/0R/05 . . «6 eee eee bult 
mer oon UA. Treasury Bonds 05 15,0)-08 TYTTTYTTT Ty 195,000 
+12 pereemt LA. Trewsury Ronde 11/15/08 TYTTTIITITITITTTrTreyT ee 113,008 
7-1 6 percent WA Bonds 08/15/97... peccocoooeeoeees £92 000 
2 2 percent WA Monts 01 /15°96-99 ec soooeseoosoeses 2,216,000 
6-3 6 percecdt Wk Bonds 06/15/95-08 . De« TYTTTTTTTTrrrrrryr ye 34,507 008 
0 er cent Wh Bonds 08 15 96-6! peeecces TYTTTITTTTrrryrye 772,000 
01 6 pwereent WK Boris een 1,144,000 
7-58 percent Tk Lob DOO 
POT AL INVESTMENT HOLDINGS (Par Vabue)... . «6 6 6c eeu ue $ 49,195,000 
BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATION 
Impact of Legislation 


The enactment of the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978, 
Public Law 95-598, 92 Stat. 2549-2688, on November 6, 1978, 
placed substantial additional duties and responsibilities on the 


Bankruptcy Division during the year ending June 30, 1979. 


The responsibility of the Division under the 
Bankruptcy Reform Act will be to conduct studies during the 
transition period leading to recommendations for adoption by 
Congress of the number of bankruptcy judges that will be 
needed for the bankruptcy courts as of April 1, 1984. This has 
necessitatec the development and implementation of a new 
statistical system to reflect the activities of 
judges starting October 1, 1979, when the substantive law 
become effective. As pending cases continue to be 
administered under the Bankruptcy’ Act of 1898, the existing 
statistical system must also be retained for several years. 
The new system has bee: “eveloped and should be ready for 
implementation on October 1, 1979. With the cooperation of 
the Statistical Analysis and Reports Division, the necessary 
forms have been designed and are being printed. Other bank- 
ruptey forms for use in the courts under the new law have 


pm ty we > A major expect of this includes the transfer of 
certain functions now performed by the clerk of the United 
States district court for the bankruptcy offices to the office 


of the bankruptcy clerks of court such us: receiving bankrupt- 
cy petitions and schedules; collecting and accounting for the 
filing fees, budgeting for the bankruptcy courts, procurement 


of equipment, furniture and supplies, and serving as liaison 
with the General Services Administration for space for the 


bankruptcy courts. The objective of a functionally indepen- 
dent court will not be fully achieved by October 1, 1979. The 
transfer of functions will take place as rapidly as possible 
consistent with an orderly transfer. 


Pursuant to section 407(a) of Title IV of Public Law 95- 
598, a committee of seven bankruptcy judges was appointed 
to advise the Director of the Administrative Office with 
respect to matters that arise during the transition pe~‘od or 
that are related to the purposes of the transition period. This 
comimittee met at various times during the year and its 
recommendations have been of substantial benefit to the 
Administrative Office in planning for the beginning of the 
transition period of the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978. 
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Minimum technical amendments to the Bankruptcy Re- 


Notices to Creditors 

The project for developing a comcuter softwere program 
for preparation of notices to creditors to be issued in bank- 
ruptcy cases and the handling of claims filed was commenced 
in fiscal year 1978. It is now in the final development stage, 


T 


z 


The Bankruptcy Division commenced a program to deter- 
mine whether published economic indicators could be used 
forecast bankruptcy case filings with sufficient accuracy to 
be used in our budget requests. Early experiments disck sed a 
correlation between certain economic variables and annual 
bankruptcy filings. By using a standard variable evaluation 
computer program, it was determined that several of the 
variables have high prediction value with respect to total 
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Bankruptcy — Referees Salary and Expense Fund 

The table shown below shows the status of the Referees’ 
Salary and Expense Fund for the eleven-year period ening 
June 30, 1979 and the current status of the fund. 


The costs of the sysiem have exceeded receipts into the 
fund every year since 1965 in spite of the fact thet the 
receipts to the fund have increased each year. 


Tabic 
Referees Salary and Expense Fond 
Annus. 

Surpius (+) 

Your Recess OrugetLoans or Defren 

1968 $11,028,819 $13,205.64) ~2, 266,824 

1970 11,641,356 15,514,900 #47416 

1971 1n.1416M 16,584,608) ALI 

1972 13,060, 463 17,626,025 4,528,542 

197) 14,252,167 19,618,143 ~4+, 367 636 

igre 14,084,446 70,506, 000 ~$,521,554 

1975 18,383,954 D878, 414 14600 

i976 72,096,948 26,671,000 ~4,574,082 

ier? 73,840,642 32,451,000 ~#,610,358 

ieve 35.600. 000 34,635,000 *-9,635, 000 

197s ©26,917,351 34,654,000 *-7, 760,669 

C urmulative as of June 38, 1969 $ 6,054,301 

Cwurmuletive as of June 30, 1979 $51,340,515 
*Emtimeted 

MAGISTRATES 


- Bankruptcy Reform Act (P.L. 95-598). This 
law has not had as significant an impact 


on 
of one of the staff attorneys and several 


magistrates. 


Records Disposition (P.L. 95-444). This law 
has generated a need to revamp the records 


schedules for the courts, including the 
records of magistrates. 


During the year ending June 30, 1979 the Magistrates 
Division completed several projects: 


An entirely new Legal Marual for United 
States Magistrates, containing the first six 
chapters and «ppendices. 


Publication of a lav review article on magis- 
trate jurisdiction and constitutional consider- 
ations in the next issue of the Harvard Jow~- 
nal on Legislation. 
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tract Services for Drug Dependent Federal Offenders Act of 
1978. Effective in fiscal year 1980, this legislation transfers 
authority to contract for the supervisory aftercare and treat- 
ment of drug dependent or addicted federal offenders from 
the Federal Bureau of Prisons to the Administrative Office. 
Congress appropriated $3,500,000 for the first of three years 
with $3,645,000 and $3,750,000 appropriated for the second 
and third years of the program. 


A task force was formed within the Administrative 
Office to plan for and impiement the provisions of this legis- 
lation. Composed of representatives of the Procurement and 
Property Management Branch, Financial Management Divi- 
sion, the Office of the General Counsel, and the Probation 
Division, the task force prepared operational and contracting 
procedures for diug aftercare. 


Assistance was received from over 40 probation officers 
who reviewed the drafts and offered comment as to the 
feasibility of the procedures. Further assistance was obtained 
from the Federal Bureau of Prisons, United States Marshals 
Service, the National Institute on Drug Abuse, and the Center 
for Disease Control in Atlanta, Georgia. 


While authority to award, modify, and terminate con- 
tracts rests with the Director of the Administrative Office, 
chief probation officers will act as authorized representatives 
of the Director in aftercare contracting matters. Chief 
probation officers will identify available community re- 
sources and any need to provide aftercare treatment. After 
identifying this need, the probation office may provide treat- 
ment by either using available resources at no adcitional cost 
to the government, providing direct treatment itself or by 
contracting for services. Specific procedures were developed 
to insure competition and fairness for contractors and compe- 
tent treatment for federal offenders at a reasonable cost to 
the government. 


Information Management System 


This has been a year of further growth for the Probation 
Information Management System. The first of four phases of 
this project has been to describe the existing probation infor- 
mation system; that is, the maintenance, accumulation, flow, 
and retrieval of information necessary to the realization of 
the probation offices' mission. This required the complete 
description of the day-to-day operations of a probation 
office. 
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During fiscal year 19°9 a task group has collected and 
examined forms and documents used by eight large probation 
offices, developed a detailed listing of probation office 
functions, and conducied further studies to assure the validity 
of system documentation. The project staff are nearing 
completion of the second stage of field validation. With the 
cooperation of the Federal Judicial Center, the next steps in 
the project are: development of user requirements, a soft- 
ware and feasibility study, and field testing. 


MANAGEMENT REVIEW 


Establishment of the Division of Management Review on 
May 12, 1975, marked the first time that the functions of the 
federal judiciary would be analyzed by an organization within 
the Administrative Office. In conducting reviews, the Division 
identified areas where the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
operations of each office of the court could be improved, 
conducted financial audits, recommended suggested improve- 
ments, and identified management techniques which might be 
useful to other courts. Prior to the establishment of the 
Management Review Division, the basic yardstick used for 
judging a court's management effectiveness had been its 
statistics compared with those of similar courts and with 
national avereges. The division expanded the parameters of 
this comparison by including such factors as caseload charac- 
teristics, geographics, adequacy of facilities and personnel, 
travel requirements, case assignment systems, senior and 
visiting judge availability, and other variables impacting on a 
particular court. 


Calendar Management 

Division of Management Review (DMR) findings included 
nonuniform case assignments, lack of coordination, under- 
scheduling, inordinate Bar influence over continuances, 
disorganized systems for assignment of cases to senior and 
visiting judges, and, in particular, ineffective or nonexistent 
case monitoring systems. 


To improve calendar management, recommendations 
included: 


- gtatistical reports to monitor and .nanage 
each judge's calendar; 


- equitable reassignment of cases to new 
judges; 
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a formalized automatic system for schedul- 
ing of all pretrial proceedings with a compre- 
hensive pretrial order which includes definite 
time limits; 


- active participation of support personnel in 
the disposition monitoring process; 


- use of trailing calendars; and 


- more effective use of senior and visiting 


judges’ ume. 


Clerks Offices 

The division frequently found that clerks do not function 
as executive officers of the court, which creates adminis- 
trative and managerial problems throughout the court family. 
In those situations, many clerks’ duties, as specified by the 
Judicial Conference, are being performed by chief judges, 
thus limiting their availability to perform judicial functions. 
In addition, a widespread lack of formal training and cross- 
training programs, of manuals for standard operating proce- 
dures, of mid-management and supervisory positions, and of 
efficient non-duplicative record sysiems, was noted. Other 
findings include unncessary attendance by the courthouse 
deputy during court proceedings, excessive and nonuniform 
docket entries, and inadequate and untimely data reporting 


systems. 


Among the rnost frequently made recommendations are 
the use of modern filing techniques, formal file retirement 
programs, standard procedures for handling of exhibits and 
additional training and cross-training of financial clerks. 


In the area of jury management, the division recom- 
mended jury wheel automation, six-member civil juries, the 
adoption of two-year master wheel refill cycles, increased 


use of code-a-phones and the adoption of jury pooling and 
multiple voir dire practices. 


Magistrates 

DMR found that in those courts where magistrates had a 
full range of duties, they were making significant contribu- 
tions to case dispositions. In these courts, clerks’ office were 
providing substantial clerical assistance to magistrates’ 
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operations. It was consistently recommended that courts 


consider assigning a greater range of responsibilities and 
duties to magistrates. 


Probation Offices 

DMR found that problems in probation offices were 
generally created by poor office morale rather than by any 
actual incompetence of the employees. Such situations could 
be improved by more frequent exchanges of staif viewpoints, 
caseload monitoring, and increased judge contacts. 


Bankruptcy 

DMR found in general a lack of standard operating proce- 
dures, formal training programs, clearly defined duties and 
responsibilities of trustees, over-involvement of bankruptcy 
judges in clerical matters and interest on the part of the Bar 
members serving as trustees. It recommended a more careful 
screening of requests for appointment of attorneys and their 
petitions for compensation, institution of case monitoring 


systems, and formalized, timely administrative procedures 
for case processing. 


INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

During the past year the project managers in the area of 
automation were transferred to the Division of Information 
Systems and the planning functions were assigned to the 
Office of the Assistant Director for Plans and Program 


Management. 


The Division of Information Systems has been making an 
all-out effort to implement the plan for nationwide adoption 
of the Uniform Payroll System which it is hoped will become 
operational early in 1980. In addition, the Division has devel- 
oped a modern on-line bankruptcy system to meet both cur- 
rent and new statistical requirements. 


ASSIGNED COUNSEL — DEFENDER PROGRAM 

For the twelve months ending June 30, 1979, the Admin- 
istrative Office has thus far recorded 43,000 appointments of 
counsel under the Criminal Justice Act. Of this number 
21,671 persons, or 50 percent, were represented by private 
panel attorneys and 21,329 or 50 percent, by staff attornevs 
in the 38 federal defender organizations throughout the 
country. 


168 


UNITED STATES COURTS 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 
12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30. 1972-1980 
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UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
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UNITED STATES OfSTRICT COURTS 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


WUMBLR OF PERSONS REPRESENTED OURINC 
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Expansion of the defender system has continued with the 
creation of one new defender organization and two branch 
offices. The District of Minnesota established a federal public 
defender office in Minneapolis which replaced a part-time 
community defender organization within that judicial district. 
The Middle District of Florida, which has its main office in 
Tampa and 4 branch office in Jacksonville, established a 
second branch cffice in Orlando. In addition, a new branch 
office in the Weste.n District of Washington commenced 
operations ir Tacoma. There are currently 31 federal public 
defender offices and seven community defender offices. 


PRISONER TRANSFER PROGRAM 


The Administrative Office provided the liaison and 
coordination for the transfer of prisoners between the United 
States and foreign countries pursuant to Prisoner Transfer 
Treaties with Canada, Bolivia, and Mexico. Transfer of 
prisoners between the United States and Canada occurred in 
October, 1978 and April, 1979. Transfer between the United 
States and Bolivia was effected in June, 1979 and transfers 
between the U.S. and Mexico have occurred and continue at 
regular intervals. 


ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE; 


Space Management 

No area of the Administrative Office has felt the impact 
of new legislation more than the space management and 
procurement branches. With regard to space management, 
virtually all facilities to be provided under the Omnibus 
Judgeship Act and the Bankruptcy Reform Act will be major 
construction projects. From inception to completion, these 
projects usually require two or more years and involve the 


formulation of requirements, negotiations with personnel of 
the courts and the General Services Administration, develop- 


tie new circuit and district judges will create above-normal 
expansion of other court activities in the probation and clerk 
of court offices. This, in turn, will result in space 
and making required renovations/alterations for those func- 
tions as well as the bankruptcy offices, for which new space 
Standards have been developed. Every new judge will be 
provided with lawbooks, supplies and equipment and many 
bankruptcy offices will be requesting additional equipment. A 
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considerable increase in procurement activity is expected 
during fiscal year 1980. 


Drug Dependent Federal Offenders Act 

Plans are being developed to implement the Contract 
Services for Drug Dependent Federal Offenders Act of 1978. 
This Act, which will teke effect on October 1, 1979, will 
transfer to the Administrative Office approximately 
contracts covering an annual expenditure of $3,000,000. 


As of June 30, 1979, new buildings containing court 
facilities were under construction at Columbia, South 
Carolina; Atlanta, Georgia; Miami, Florida; and Tuscon, 
Arizona. During this fiscal year, construction was completed 
for the projects at Anchorage, Alaska, and Fort Lauderdale, 


Hi 
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a work m 
el offices of ‘he 
the clerk's office of the Judicial Panel 
Multidistrict Litigation. Completed the 


preliminary phase of a study in the clerks’ 
offices of the district courts. 


- Developed, for publication and issuance to 
the courts, guidelines for the procurement, 
utilization, and disposal of supplies, equip- 
ment and legal reference material. 


- Completed, published, and issued a court 
space and construction manual which pre- 


scribes new and revised space guidelines and 
design criteria for court facilities. 


JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES 


Appropriations for Fiscal Year 1979 

The Appropriation Act of 1979, P.L. 95-431, approved 
October 10, 1978, included for the Judiciary, exclusive of the 
Supreme Court, budget authority in the amount of 
$478,507,000. The Congress in the Approprie- 
tion Act of 1979, (P.L. 96-38), approved an additional 
$24,673,000: $9,573,000 for increased pay costs and 
$15,100,000 for implementation of new legislation, i.e., the 
Omnibus Judgeship Act, the Bankruptcy Reform Act, the Jury 
System Improvements Act, and the Court Interpreters Act. 


As in Table 27, the total budget authority for 
fiscal year 1979, taking into account the supplemental appro- 
priations, is $503,180,000. The Judicial Dollar graphically 
reflects the cost of various programs and activities in the 


judiciary 


Appropriations for Fiscal Year 1980 
The budget estimates submitted to the Congress for 
fiscal year 1980 (excluding the Supreme Court) ini were 
in the amount of $606,354,000. On April 30, 1979, the budget 
was amended \liouse Document 96-108) to include an addi- 
tional $1,008,000 for the nine full-time magistrates and staff 
authorized by the Judicial Conference in March 1979. 


Taking into account this amendment, the total requested 
for the judiciary for fiscal year 1980 (exclusive of the 
ay Court) was $607,362,000. The House approved 
$577,459,000, a reduction of $29,903,000. The Senate, at the 
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THE JUDICIAL DOLLAR 
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Tabie 27 
The Judiciary (Eachbasive of the Supreme Court) 
Statement of Appropriation Accounts, Fiscal Year 1979 


(ln Thegsands of Dollars) 
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Defender Services 


employment. Language was addet to <he Defender Services 
appropriation to provide fcr suc!. , syments. 


F ees of Jurors and Commissioners 

An increase of $9,250,000 over "te current appropriation 
was approved. This increase represents the higher fees and 
allowances authorized by the Congress in the Jury System 
Improvements Act of 1978 (P.L. 95-572). The Senate Apprv- 
priations Committee also inserted language in the Act provid- 
ong for refreshments, e.g., coffee and doughnuts, for jurors. 


Travel and Miscellaneous Expenses 

The Appropriations Committee denied a requested in- 
crease in the travel allotment and expressed the view that 
the travel of new circuit and district judges should be 
absorbed through the adoption of various economy measures 
and a reduction in the number of conferences and/or meetings 
attended by judges, clerks of courts, probation officers, 
other Judicial officers end employees. The committee 
Genied an ine’ «s+ ‘or printing of opinions and asked that 
Administrat ve Office of the United States Courts conduct a 
survey to < vine if such printing can be done more 
economically. 


establishment of eight new full-time magistrates and the 
conversion of twelve part-time magistrates to full-time 
Status, as authorized by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States in September 1978 and in March 1979. 


Salaries and Expenses, Bankruptcy Courts 

With respect to the bankruptcy courts, the House Appro- 
priations Committee approved $57 million, an increase of 
$21.7 million over the amount appropriated for 1979, but 
$10.8 million less than the amount requested. Provision was 
made for the appointment of a law clerk by each full-time 
bankruptcy judge and the appointment of mid-level manage- 
ment personnel for the baakruptcy clerks’ offices. Funds also 
were provided for the reclassification of secretaries and 


other personnel in the bankruptcy courts pursuant to the 


Table 28 


Comparative Statement of New Budget (Obligational) Authority For Fiscal Year 
1979 and Budget Estimates and Amounts Approved for Fiscal Year 1980 


H ime cause (+) or Vecrense (-) 
Compares wilh 
tstemetes is78 Buage: 
Agprogmetian Account isve* (ee 1 oel Agprape et ron tolmete 
Court of Customs and Patent Appeals: 
Salaries and Expemes . . «~~~ 6 6 ee eee une S Lite; 6 61,718,000 S i,tiseee 1 
Customs Court: 
Saleries and Expenses... . «~~ oo ee we enee 2.085 000 4,962,000 4,656, 608 1,755,000 -133,000 
Court of Ciasms 
Salaries and Bapemes . ... «~~ © 6 6 oe ee une 3,576,000 5,.1,000 5, 230.000 *1,660,000 ~131 062 
Courts of Anpesis, Uistrict Courts, and C" her 
dudioe Serwees. 
Galeries of Judges... . . 6 6 occ ce eee ew wnne 41,454,000 446,814. 000 46,353,500 *7,062,000 -314,000 
Salaries of Supporting Persommel ...... «6-6 66- 175,495 000 196,532,000 195,700,000 * 20,205,000 ~632,000 
Defender Services (Criminal Justice 
BED coccccccccccccoccccoccocecosoooseos 24 86 006 26,595,000 20.003. 000 +1, 200,000 - 995,000 
Pees of Jurors and Comminmoners ............. 24,758,000 36 BOL DUE 34. BbL DO. *9, 250,000 2 vu ove 
Trevel and Miscellaneous Expenses ............ 35,514,000 46,272,008 37.800,000 +2, 286,000 -2,47 L000 
Salaries and Expenses of Magistrates ........... 19,441,000 22,193,000 22,008,000 *2..50,000 -}93,000 
Seleres and Expenses. Rankruptcy 
Gem co cc cccccccccccccccscccoessoesoes 36 66 OOK 67 616,000 2b. 200. Ove *21,042,000 9,316,000 
Services for Urug Offenders .. «© 6 6 6 6 6 cc uue - 3, 200.000 3 200.000 * 
Spece and Pocilities .... 6 6 6 ec ee eee ween 98 400.000 125,926,000 11>, 500,000 * 19.106, ube ~4, 428,000 
Special Rell Reorganization Court... ......6.55- \ - 7,000 000 . - 4,000,000 
Furniture and Furnishings . . ... «6 6 scene nee » 206, 000 - . “8, 004.000 
Furniture and Purnistungs no-yeer) ............ 4,200,000 ° ° ~4, 200,000 - 
Pretrial Serwices Agencies .. «© 6 cc cece eun 5 000 000 - - - 4, 000, VOU . 
Total for Courts of Appeals, District Courts. 
and Other Judioial Serweees . . © 6 cee 474,216,000 569,65 2,000 543,500,000 *O0,204,000 | -26,152,0% 
Administrative Office, U.S. Courts: 
Saleries and Eupemmes . .. 6 5 6 cc eee eune 12,099,000 15,878,000 15,100,000 *2,201,000 778. 
Federal Judicial Center: 
Salaries and Bupemees . . 6 6 6,279,000 §, 764,000 6.500 vou *221,000 ~ 1,266,008 
VE $503,180,000 | $607,362,0%0 $576,099,000 S*75, 710,000 |4-28,463,000 
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Bankruptcy Reform Act. The committee denied a request for 
full-time salaried court reporters and, in lieu thereof, 
included funds for contractual reporting services. At the 
request of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, the Senate Appropriations Committee restored $3 
million to be used primarily for the procurement of additional 
legal research material and upgrading the libraries for bank- 
ruptcy judges. 


Services for Drug Dependent Offenders 

The House and Senate Appropriations Committees 
approved $3,500,000 to enable the Federal Probation System 
to provide special supervision and service to drug dependent 
offenders. The responsibility for such services is being trans- 
ferred from the Bureau of Prisons to the federal judiciary in 
fiscal year 1980 pursuant to the Contract Services for Drug 
Dependent Federal Offenders Act of 1978 (P.L. 95-537). 


Space and Facilities 

With regard to "Space and Facilities,” both the House and 
Senate Appropriations Committees expressed concern over 
the substantial growth in the space inventory of the judiciary 
and both committees stated that they do "not believe that 
existing facilities are being fully utilized." Each committee 
also remarked in their respective reports that they do "not 
believe that bankruptcy judges and magistrates require facili- 
ties comparable to those being provided circuit and district 
judges." The Judicial Conference of the United States has 
been asked to reconsider the standards and guidelines relating 
to courtrooms, hearings rooms, chambers, and general office 
space of these judicial officers. The committees reduced the 
appropriation by $7 million with the understanding that the 
United States Marshals Service in fiscal year 1980 would 
assume responsibility for court security, thus obviating the 
need for the judiciary to augment the level of protective 
services being provided by GSA on a reimbursable basis. 
Additional funds are being provided to the Department of 
Justice for this purpose. 


Special Rail Reorganization Court 

The budget request of $2,000,000 was denied. The delays 
in appointing Special Masters and supporting personnel has 
substantially lowered the rate of expenditures below the 
current estimates; therefore, sufficient funds remain to 
continue the program through fiscal year 1980. 
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Registry Funds 

The total on deposit in the registry fund accounts of the 
district courts, as of June 30, 1979, is $267,805,827. Of this 
sum $73,723,843 (27.53 percent) was on deposit in the 
Treasury of the United States and $194,081,984 (72.47 per- 
cent) in local depositaries. Despite the resolution of the 
September 1976 Judicial Conference that such funds be 
deposited to the Treasury to interest-bearing accounts, 
$7,189,511 was on deposit in noninterest-bearing accounts as 
of June 30, 1979. This compares to a total of $13,599,123 on 
deposit in non-interest bearing accounts a year ago. Table 29 
shows the amounts on deposit in the Treasury and in local 
deposituries for the respective district courts. 


A New Accounting Manual 

A revised Clerk's Manual was prepared and issued during 
this fiscal year. It provided the clerks of court and their 
staffs with explicit instructions on accounting procedures for 
their financial officers, and for the reporting of the financial 
data to the Administrative Office. The Financial Management 
Division was assisted by a committee consisting of four clerks 
of court and four financial deputies in the development of the 
manual. Their comments and suggestions were invaluable in 


developing the final product. 


The new manual also provides for the establishment of an 
imprest fund. This fund is a means to make emergency pay- 
ments, such as cash advances to jurors and the reimbursement 
of employees for approved out-of-pocket expenditures of $25 
or less. 


Three financial management seminars were held during 
the fiscal year in Chattanooga, Pittsburgh, and Salt Lake. 
These seminars provided information to the clerks and their 
financial deputies on the new Clerk's Manual and also stressed 
the need to develop appropriate security systems and fund 
control procedures for their offices. The seminars covered 
the financial liability of clerks and deputies, and the need for 
internal controls. Small sessions were conducted on these 
topics to allow the attendees to ask questions and to 
comment on the subject being discussed. 


Juror Fee Regulations 

The President, on November 2, 1978, signed into law the 
Jury System Improvements Act of 1978, Public Law 95-572, 
92 Stat. 2453. As a result of this Act, which increased fees 


Table 29 
Registry Funds in the Custody of the United States Courts 
as of June 30. 1979 
| US. Nan-interest Interest 
Dustreet Treasury Bearing Bearing 
Seo ceoceeoooocesese | $73,723.84) $7,188,511 $186,092,473 
Alebemea, Northern. .......... $5,261 34,495 307 644 
Aleteme, WeG@Gle .. . «2 sec nee | 43,172 ° 2,690,708 
Aieheme, Sowlherm .........«.. 334,215 - 1,597.78 
i a aaa a | 366.027 ° : 
PTT TTT TT Tree ) 7 687.968 - 1,406,860 
Artemees, Bastern............ | 194,785 - 1,196,759 
Arkenmees, Westerm ..........«. 1,062,930 - - 
California, — | 28,288 - 43,408,795 
Caldorma, Bastem........... | 1,028,739 - - 
Calfermia, Comtrel........... 1ee8174 18,722 2,756,631 
California, Southern .......... | 2,178,195 . 1,488,735 
— 503,738 - 1,162,917 
ee - 75,463 221,297 
Dao ceeccecocecoooeee 161,192 - 4,708 
Destrict of Cobumits.......... 567,119 - 5,184,182 
Piori@a, Worthern .........46- 63,171 - 2,564,577 
Phare@a, Wi@Gle. . . . «6 cc cc cuus 267,918 ⸗ 5,690,449 
Piori@a, Gowthern .........44- 1,795,056 - 2,976,004 
Georgia, Northern ........45. 6,147 - 547,146 
EGE eccccoccecocs 664,293 - 70,055 
Georgia, Southern. ........... 11,853 - 5,356,691 
Emo ccocococcosoecoooes 144,507 - 2,654,331 
Sec cooccccocoeoeoeoeoes 803,948 - 148, 612 
Minow, Northern .......cccus 3,057,932 - 2,613,000 
Himoms, Central ........0046 273,567 - - 
Memos, Sowtherm .. 6 6 6 cc ccus - 372,593 - 
Indiana, Northern .........45. 697,111 - 218,329 
indiana, Gowtherm .... 66. c snus 557,864 409 933,382 
lowe, Northern... 6 ccc cc ccuus 68,133 - 68,78) 
lowe, Sowtherm . . 6c cc ccc uues 358,915 - 912,311 
Bac cc cocccoccoecooceees - 666.146 968,551 
Kentucky, Basterm ...... 66665 1,588,162 - 98,023 
Kentucky, Western... .....455 - 939,349 589,684 
Lowisienme, Basterm ...... 6.55 - 112,309 9,971,060 
Lowisiama, Middle... 6. 6 cc cca - * 16,100,724 
Lowisiana, Western ........46. “1,011 - 3,246,701 
HED cocccococeoceeoooees 612,643 - 110,700 
MOPTRERS oc cc cccccceccececes 2,558,632 - 11,626,731 
WMamoctusetts .. 6. 6 ccc cuuun 2,616,048 - 1,079,663 
Wiehigen, Bastern. .... 6666s 1,219,227 - 1,706, 486 
Michigan, Western .... 6.66665 312,345 : 75,398 
a 3 asta nee 
Ww ee ie - 175,008 
———— Gowthern. .....cuus 327,933 - 1,754,266 
pecccececees 1,638,701 44.625 139,598 


cember 1978, new juror fee regulations. These regulations 
raised attendance fees, travel allowances and subsistence 


and provided for reasonable parking fees 
regulations 


The new fee schedule and went 


January 1, 1979. 


Table 29 
Registry Funds im the Custody of the United States Courts 
as of June 30. 1979 
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State court reporters. Information accumulated and tabulated 
included range, average and median annual salary of state 
court reporters in all states, different types of fringe and 
other benefits, and fees prescribed for ordinary, daily and 
expedited transcripts. 


The results of this survey were made available to the 
Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel in a memorandum 
dated June 18, 1979, from the Chief of the Division of Finan- 
cial Management. 


Court Interpreters 

The Court Interpreters Act, P.L. 95-539 which was signed 
October 28, 1978, and which took effect 90 days later, 
of the 


program to facilitate the use of interpreters in 
United States." Heretofore, interpreters in 


of the 
were 
frequently by the Department of Justice or by the 
deputy 


employed 
Public Defender Office. At times interpreters were 


Under the new law, the courts may employ interpreters on a 
permanent basis or the services will be provided on a 
contractual basis. To expedite the employment and utilization 


of contractual interpreters, the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts issued a general authorization which 


gives the courts authority to appoint and pay interpreters 
pursuant to the Court Interpreters Act. The “Interpreters 
Report of Services and Claims for Compensation and 
Expenses,” AO Form 322, was prepared to implement this 
procedure, which provides for immediate payment by the 
clerk of court for interpreter services provided to the court 
pursuant to the Act, including interpreter service for magis- 
trates and bankruptcy judges. 


Respectfully submitted, 


William E. Foley 
Director 


AN ANALYSIS 
OF THE WORKLOAD 
OF THE FEDERAL COURTS 
FOR THE 
TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 
ENDED JUNE 30, 1979 


The statistical analysis of the workload of the federal judiciary 
which appears in this chapter was prepared by the Statistical 
Analysis and Reports Division. Appendix tables for the courts 
of appeals, civil, criminal, bankruptcy, and probation statistics 
were computer generated by the Division of information Systems. 
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FOREWORD 


This report by the Director of the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts represents the fortieth time that 


an annual compilation of statistics has been provided by the 
Director on the workload of the federal courts. Federal 


1940 and the criminal program in 1942. 


Since 1940, the individual statistical case reports have 
grown from 240,000 records to over one million in 1979. The 


the main computer operated by the Information Systems. 
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Other statistics collected by the Administrative Office 
serve as management tools. Thus, the summary report of 
by probation officers assists the Probation 
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UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 


Bummer of Increase om 
Judgesps Appeeis 
Pees! Year = of June Aae⸗v Termenated = Pendung Pendong 

BEB ccccccccces ™ 4a) aer 3,631 6 
BED ccccccccccs 4,437 5eti 3,457 ™ 
BBS cocccccccscs * 6,623 5 Tee 3,780 323 
1 a 67 4771 arts 99) 
BSED ccccccccces Ld 718 6,571 ie" 612 
OORT cccccccces cy 7,90) 7,527 4,763 376 
BED ccccccccccs a aie £264 tei #52 
J 7 aoe 24 ‘ee 1,234 
STO ccccccccces ” 11,662 16,609 eer 96) 
BGTE coccscccces 7 1,7" 11.08 6,232 420 
BEB ccccccscoces ” 14,535 em 6,839 707 
OGTR ccccccccces 7 1hen8 h082 104M 317 
X— ” 16,406 15,422 ere ioe 
1, — ” 16,608 16,000 121% ee 
GEES ccccccecsces ” is,e0e 16,426 mie 1,o82 
BENE ccccccccecs ” mite i7,7e hee 13M 
SUD ccccccceces ” aeie LAL 16048 1,204 
BETS ccccscccces 132 20,219 10,928 17,99 1,791 
Percent 
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ee ne? 3542 ow. 
ee 7 11608 ime 
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APPEALS COMMENCED AND PENDING 


12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30 
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Table 2 


Commenced, Terminated, and ing in the U.S. Courts of by Circuit 
for the Twelve Month Periods Ended W, 1960, 1970, 1975 - 1979 
Twelve Month Period Ended June 30 Percent Change 


1979 1979 


Terminations 

All Cireuits ........ 3,713 10,699 16,000 16,426 17,784 17,714 18,928 76.9 6.9 
District of Columbia....... 534 1,025 1,133 1,114 1,381 1,085 1,310 27.8 20.7 
UE cocccccccccccccccs 134 277 416 482 $47 563 622 124.5 10.5 
SeGGRS. cccccccccccccece $54 1,177 1,808 1,947 2,093 1,888 2,060 75.0 9.1 
TUNG ce ccccccccccccccecs 294 702 1,296 1,439 1,571 1,582 1,816 158.7 14.8 
POUR . cccccccccccccces 214 1,127 1,252 1,336 1,473 1,557 1,703 $1.1 9.4 
PUR cc cccccccccccccccs 550 1,891 3,197 3,149 3,188 3,361 3,402 79.9 1.2 
BENE ec ccccccccccccocces 283 1,004 1,326 1,396 1,425 i,503 1,633 62.6 8.6 
GOVERNED 2 cccccccccccccece 298 806 1,281 1,138 1,294 1,269 1,703 111.3 34.2 
Big . ccc ccccccccccces 226 554 1,002 987 1,059 1,093 1,022 84.5 -6.5 
EMER. cc ccccccccccccccs 404 1,524 2,450 2,575 2,659 2,715 2,551 67.4 -6.0 3 
TERED ccccccccccccccces 222 612 839 863 1,094 1,098 1,106 80.7 0.7 

Pending at the end of the period 

All Circuits ........ 2,220 8,812 12,128 14,110 15,444 16,648 17,939 103.6 7.8 
District of Columbia. ...... 253 1,011 1,205 1,351 1,145 1,253 1,358 34.3 8.4 
PUR cccccccccccccesece 77 97 225 307 323 323 300 209.3 “7.1 
SOOGRNG. cccccccccccccces 375 1,105 842 793 763 676 674 -39.0 -0.3 
TRS oc ccccccccccccceces 144 866 851 1,033 1,191 1,276 1,162 34.2 -8.9 
POWER . cc ccccccccccccecs 92 656 1,050 1,178 1,361 1,448 1,670 154.6 15.3 
PER cc cccccccccccccccs 279 1,407 2,405 2,885 3,260 3,406 3,858 174.2 13.3 
BIMER wwe ccccccccccccces 199 489 913 1,145 1,547 1,839 2,095 328.4 13.9 
SEVERE . 0 cee cccscceces 140 665 786 895 987 1,198 1,098 65.1 -6.4 

Mecccccccccccceces 127 404 499 $92 $49 497 23.0 

NiMth. ...cescees eecceces 399 1,532 636 2,968 3,214 $98 7 164.8 12.8 
TERED ccccccccccccccces 135 716 963 1,082 1,170 191.7 8.1 
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Workload Per Authorized Judgeship 

This year witnessed the addition of thirty-five new judge- 
“hip positions to be filled in the courts of appeals bringing the 
total to 132 authorized judgeships. Table 3 graphically illus- 
trates the effect of the seemingly ceaseless tide of appellate 
filings on the workload of the appellate judiciary. Although 
filings per authorized judgeship fell from 195 in 1978 with 97 
judgeships to 153 in 1979 for the 132 authorized positions (all 
of the 35 additional were still unfilled), when compared to the 
94 cases per judgeship in 1968 - the first year in which the 
courts of appeals operated at 97 judgeships - clearly the 
burdens of the judiciary continue to grow even when granted 
the relief of additional judgeships. 


Terminations per judgeship would be reduced from 183 to 
143 with the 35 added judgeships; yet when compared to the 
1968 level of 85, the workload of each individual judge has 
skyrocketed 68.2 percent, while pending cases have increased 
a full 100.0 percent since the first year of the previously 
authorized level of 97 judgeships. 


However, as of June 30, 1979 since none of the 35 addi- 
tional judgeships to the appellate bench had been filled, the 
workload of each appellate judge was 36 percent greater than 
the data indicates. Furthermore, with each case normally 
handled by panels of three judges, or ore or 
should be multiplied by three to reflect the true burden 
carried by the individual judges. 


Filings 

Nine of the eleven courts of appeals registered increases 
in the number of appeals docketed. Three of the five circuits 
which recorded increases in excess of the 6.9 percent national 
rise had experienced declines in filings the previous year. In 
the Second Circuit filings fell 12.7 percent in 1978; however, 
in 1979 new appeals grew 14.3 percent. The largest increases 
in new docketings occurred in the Fifth and Fourth circuits 
where filings jumped 347 cases and 281 cases, respectively. 
The largest increases in filings developed in the Second, 
Fourth, and Fifth circuits, all of which experienced declines 
in filings the previous year. 


Dispositions 

The disposition of appeals increased 6.9 percent from 
17,714 in 1978 to 18,928 during the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1979. This increase of 1,214 terminations 
follows a downturn of 70 dispositions the previous vear. 
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The Seventh Circuit posted the largest increase, 434 
dispositions, after suffering a 25 case drop-off in term:na- 
tions in 1978. The most significant turnaround in disposition 
activity came in the District of Columbia where terminations 
fell off by 296 in 1978 then climbed by 225 in 1979. When the 
increases experienced in the District of Columbia and 

yenth circuits are coupled with the Third Circuit's 234 case 
jump in dispositions, they account for nearly 75 percent of 
the rise in termination activity. 


ror only the second time in the last ten years, the Ninth 
Circuit experienced a drop in the number of cases disposed of 
from 2,715 in 1978 to 2,551 in 1979. 


Pending Appeals 

While filings and terminations both rose at a rate of 6.9 
percent, docketings outdistanced dispositions by 1,291 cases 
pushing the pending case backlog to 17,939 - a rise of 7.8 
percent for the second consecutive year. 


Five circuits were able to close more cases than were 
filed with the Third and Seventh circuits reducing their 
pending workloads by 114 cases and 100 cases respectively. 
Once again, the nation's two most active circuits, the Fifth 
and Ninth, underwent the largest increases in pending case- 
loads as each circuit docketed over 450 more cases than they 
were able to terminate. For the sixth straight year, the 
Second Circuit was able to decrease its pending backlog 
which, since 1970, has fallen 39 percent from 1,105 to 674. 


Types of Appeals from District Courts 

Appeals arising out of the U.S. district courts accounted 
for 16,322 of the 20,219 docketings or 80.7 percent of the 
filing activity in the courts of appeals during 1979. While civil 
and criminal appeals showed a combined increase of 4.3 
percent over last year, a rise of 673 cases, criminal appeals 
fell 8.6 percent from 4,487 in 1978 to 4,102 in 1979. Since 
1977, criminal appeals have declined 13.4 percent. 


Civil actions comprised 74.9 percent of all appeals from 
the district courts totalling 12,220 filings, a climb of 9.5 
percent over 1978. U.S. civil cases, which account for less 
than one out of every three civil appeals, rose only 1.4 per- 
cent to 3,983 appeals. However, actions in which the U.S. was 
a plaintiff rose 34.1 percent in 1979 and have increased over 
70 percent since 1974. U.S. defendant cases dropped slightly 
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. Table 4 
_ Mature of Suit or Offense of Appeals from the U.S. District Courts Filed in the 
U.S. Courts of Appeals for the Twelve Month Periods Ended Jane 30, 1978 and 1979 
Pere henge 
sc of fe of Ulleme ie 5 oe 18°78 ower 1978 
— ç — 
Tete! come ieee 4.322 a. 
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from 3,391 in 1978 to 3,263 in 1979. Docketing activity in 
U.S. defendant contract actions fell 24.4 percent after dou- 
bling in 1978. Tax suits dropped at a rate of 14.2 percent 
after jumping 24.4 percent a year ago. Federal prisoner 
petitions numbered 775 during 1979, representing 23.8 per- 
a a oo courts where the U.S. was a 
defendant. 


Private civil cases increased 13.9 percent accounting for 
67.4 percent of all appealed civil actions. Those private cases 
involving federal question jurisdiction rose 15.3 percent, as 
civil rights litigations climbed by 260 cases or 16.9 percent 
and state prisoner petitions increased by 512 or 34.9 percent. 
Prisoner habeas corpus petitions grew 27.1 percent following 
six consecutive years of declines. Contract and tort actions 
rose 21.8 percent and 9.0 percent, respectively. Diversity of 
citizenship cases increased 10.9 percent to 1,991 appeals 
while general local jurisidiction cases dropped to only 38 
appeals, the eighth year in a row such cases declined. 


Impact of State Prisoner Petitions 

State prisoner petitions climbed 35 percent to an all time 
high of 1,978 filings in 1979, 9.8 percent of all 
the new cases docketed in the U.S. courts of The sum 
total of Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth circuit filings accounted for 
61.0 percent of all state prisoner petitions. The Fourth 
Circuit, alone, accounted for 29.7 percent of all state prison- 
er petitions as these appeals grew 47.4 percent from 399 in 
1978 to 588 in 1979. The Fifth Circuit recorded the second 


largest number of petitions placed on the general docket, 313, 
representing 8.1 percent of all new filings in the district as 
opposed to the Sixth Circuit, whose 307 state prisoner peti- 
tions comprised 16.3 percent of their new workload. 


Reviews of Admunustrative Agency Cases 
The review of administrative 


Gecisions in the 


courts of appeals rose to an all time high of 2,922 filings, 22.7 
percent more than in 1978. After last year's drop in sdmin- 
istrative reviews, four circuits - the District of 
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Table 7 


U.S. Courts of Miscellaneous ings Filed During 
The Twelve Periods Ended June 30, ! and 1979 
From Denials of From Denials of From Direct Appli- 
Habeas Corpus Habeas Corpus Motions cations For 
Petitions By Petitions By to Writs of 
State end Local Federal Vacate Habeas Corpus 
Cireuit Total Filed Prisoners® Prisoners® Sentence® 28 USC 2241(a) Other 
Columbia........ 93 91 - - - 3 - 1 - - 93 87 
PEER cccccccccsecs 113 144 15 i8 - - - - - - 98 126 
Second. .......6+.+- $22 633 70 90 6 9 17 31 - - 429 $03 
Dec ccceccccces 353 304 89 90 5 6 5 § 1 3 262 197 
Fourth. .......+6- 458 607 375 $33 29 32 - - - - 54 42 
PEED cccccccecccs 488 $73 192 181 - - 24 37 - - 272 355 
BR cccccceseceos 252 314 49 83 - 5 7 * - 1 196 217 
Seventh .......... 187 122 25 26 2 2 1 1 5 2 154 91 
peocccoccese 265 242 58 $7 27 6 12 9 2 - 166 170 
Nimtf. .. 2. cc ceees 342 458 80 71 5 6 19 12 7 12 231 357 
TOMER cccccccceccs 158 8S 37 4 2 13 2 - 2 1 115 37 


* In forma pauperis applications. 
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Oral Hearings and Submissions on Briefs 

Hearings for the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1979 rose 6.0 percent from 6,000 in 1978 to 6,358 in 1979. 
Since 1971 the number of hearings has increased only 9.3 
percent. In a reversal of iast year's data, eight of the eleven 
circuits reported increases in hearings; the Fourth and Ninth 
circuits accounted for 76.3 percent of the national rise with 
112 and 161 more hearings, respectively. The nation's most 
active circuit, the Fifth, held 54 fewer hearings in 1979 than 
in 1978, while the Third Circuit had 45 less. It should be noted 
that 41 of the hearings were held before courts sitting en 
banc. In addition to oral hearings, a total of 2,636 cases were 
reported as submitted on briefs with 35.9 percent of these 
occurring in the Fifth Circuit. (See tables 8 and 9.) 


Case Participations by Resident, Senior, and Visiting Judges 

Case participations by the federal judiciary throughout 
the eleven circuits of the courts of appeals remained virtually 
unchanged rising only 1.2 percent from 27,256 in 1978 to 
25.590 in 1979. Resident active circuit judges participated in 
77.3 percent of the cases or 21,338 actions - 531 more than in 
1978. Participations by resident senior circuit judges dropped 
to an all time low of 2,690 in 1979 from 3,301 in 1978 - less 
than 10 percent of the entire caseload. Visiting judges were 
responsible for 3,562 case participations or 13.0 percent. Of 
the eleven circuits the Ninth relied most heavily on assist- 
ance from senior and visiting jwiges, who accounted for over 
41.1 percent of their 3,982 recorded participations. Two of 
the nation's three most active circuits, the Second and Ninth, 
relied on senior and visiting judges for 38.5 percent and 41.1 
percent of their total case participations, respectively. 
However, the Fifth Circuit effectively halved its degree of 
assistance from senior and visiting judges from 23.2 percent 
in 1978 to 12.7 percent in 1979. 


Opinions and Memoranda 

Signed opinions and other papers (including per curiam 
opinions, memorandum decisions, and decisions from the 
bench) which set forth reasons for a decision accompanied 
78.4 percent of the 9,361 cases disposed of after oral hearing 
or submission on briefs. Overall, these 7,341 stated opinions 
grew out of 15,711 cases terminated, exclusive of consolida- 
tions. Additionally, stated opinions supported 85.9 percent of 
the 6,350 cases decided without oral hearing or submission on 
briefs. Thus, stated reasons accompanied 12,798 or 81.5 
percent of the 15,711 cases disposed of in 1979 (excluding 
consolidations). 


Table 8 


Trend of ings Held in U.S. Courts of 
for the Twelve Periods Ended June 30, 1971-1979 
Percent 
change 
For the twelve month period ended June 30 . 1979 

District of Columbia....... 417 367 381 410 403 380 455 388 414 6.7 
Piet wccccccccccccccccs 155 175 190 183 197 221 264 243 251 3.3 
SeCoRG. cc cccccccccsccecs 774 735 883 810 772 817 956 796 862 8.3 
Tht oc cccccccccccccccs 419 422 361 355 408 421 404 417 372 | -10.8 
Fourth........ ecccccces 331 346 352 382 454 503 527 450 562 24.9 
Pith .. cccvces eccccccecs 848 702 778 804 792 801 865 852 798 -6.3 
Sixth ..... ⸗ 624 705 733 652 679 613 575 655 658 6.5 
Seventh 2... ceccccscces -| 482 $17 667 627 668 626 639 660 731 10.8 
BigtttR wc cccccccsccesese 405 441 500 413 445 451 452 425 404 -4.9 
Ninth..... ccccccccccscce, OS 912 | 1,266 991 809 950 842 827 988 19.5 
Tenth ....666. eccccccecs 373 426 444 351 367 319 299 287 318 10.8 
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Reversal Rate 


The rate of reversals in cases disposed of afte~ oral 
hearing or submission on briefs decreased in three of the four 


major types of appeals bringing the national average down 


wide, the total number of reversals crept from 1,536 to 1,548. 


lowest rate - 11.6 percent. 
highest reversal rate - 19.1 percent. 


Cases Disposed of After Oral Hearing or Submission 

The U.S. courts of appeals terminated 9,361 cases after 
oral hearing or submission on briefs in 1979, compared to 
8,850 in 1978. The number of cases disposed of in this manner 
rose a modest 5.8 percent; the proportion of cases terminated 
after hearing or submission to total dispositions remained 
high at 49.5 percent. As in 1978 those cases disposed of 
without oral hearing or submission on briefs in 1979 com- 
prised approximately one-third of all terminations, while the 
proportion of consolidations rose from 16.2 percent 
percent. Data for individual circuits may be found 
Appendix Table B-1. 
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Court of Appeals more than doubled increasing from 17 in 
1978 to 44 in 1979, leaving 33 cases pending as of June 30, 
1979. 


In the annual report to the Chief Justice, the Chief Judge 
of the Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals stated: 


"To date 284 cases have been docketed. The usual number 
of cases pending within the couri range from a low of 35 to 
a high of 50. The flow of cases is steady since, as of 
September 14, 1979, there are stili 245 cases pending in 
the district courts, all of which could be appealed to 
TECA. 


One huncred thirty-two opinions have been written by 
judges of the court, and there are always at least two 
cases awaiting publication of a printed opinion. Similarly, 
at all times there are seven cases scheduled for hearing. 


Cases are assigned to a panel for consideration on the 
date that the notice of appeal is filed, and the time limits 


months in only four cases. One of these four cases was 4 
tremendously involved case in which the ultimate value to 
the prevailing parties was stated to be $1.3 billion.” 


Cases Under Submission in the Courts of Appeals 
and Other Federal Courts 

There were 587 cases, not including cases awaiting the 
submission of additional memoranda or briefs or awaiting an 
opinion in another case, under sub.,‘ssion over 90 days on 
Juve 30, 1979 in the United Staces courts of and whe 
Court of Claims. This is #a increase of 78 cases, or 15.3 
percent, over the 509 cases reported in 1978. A total of 378 
cases (64.4 percent) he“* been submitted more than three but 
less than six month: eses (21.8 percent) were reported 
as under submission .« ‘ore than six but less than nine 
months; 34 cases (5.8 percent) had been submitted for more 
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Table 14 


Cases Under Submisnon More Than Three Momtins 


as of Jane SD. 1972-1979 


Months Under 
6-9 | 9-12 | ower 12 


Total 


Year 
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Civil Cases 


Summary of Caseload 

Civil litigation in the U.S. district courts has increased 
steadily over the last twenty years. In fact, over the lasi 
decade, the number of civil cases commenced in the district 
courts has doubled, from 77,193 in 1969 to 154,666 for the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1979. This represents an 
all-time high filing level and represents an increase of 11.5 
percent over the twelve month period ended June 30, 1978. 
Similarly, the number of civil terminations in the district 
courts has also been on the rise. During the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1979, there were 143,323 civil cases 
terminated, an increase of 13.8 percent over 1978. Despite 
this increasing termination rate, the number of filings has 
exceeded the number of terminations every year since 1960. 
Thus, the pending caseload in the district courts has increased 
steadily over the past twenty years. As of June 30, 1979, 
there were 177,805 civil cases pending in the district courts, 
an increase of 6.8 percent over the 1978 level and 190.3 
percent over the 1960 level. 


Workload Per Authorized Judgeship 

On October 20, 1978, the Omnibus Judgeship Act of 1978 
(Public Law 95-486) was signed into law. This law increased 
the number of authorized judgeships in the district courts 
from 399 to 516. As indicated in Table 17, the per judgeship 
filing, termination, and pending caseloads have increased 
steadily since 1974. However, with the addition of the 117 
new judgeships approved by the Omnibus Judgeship Act, the 
per judgeship caseloads for the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1979 were reduced to approximately the 1976 levels. 
Such reductions generally follow the approval of additional 


judgeships. 


Civil Filings 

Of the 95 districts, 86 experienced an overall increase in 
filings. Sixteen districts recorded increases in filings of more 
than 30 percent over the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1978. The Southern District of California showed the greatest 
increase, up 80.0 percent. A 223.1 percent increase in the 
Northern Mariana Islands results from the district court only 
operating for five months of the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1978. The increase in California, Southern is based 
on an increase in the number of U.S. land condemnation cases 
filed, which increased from 8 for the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1978 to 217 such cases in 1979. Massachusetts, 
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Table 15 
Ciwil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


for the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1960 to 1979 


Pending 
Terminated! June 30 


Year Filed 

1960 ......... 59,284 61,829 61,251 
IGG] wcccccecce 58,293 55,416 64,128 
19GB wc ccccccce 61,836 57,996 67,968 
1963 ..cccccce 63,530 62,379 69,219 
1966 cccccccce 66,930 63,954 72,195 
1965 ......4.5- 67,678 65,478 74,395 
1966 .....244- 70,906 66,184 79,117 
1967 2.2222 se 70,961 70,172 79,906 
1968 .....206- 71,449 68,873 82,482 
1969 ........ 77,193 73,354 86,321 
1970 ........ 87,321 80,435 93,297 
1971 wc ccccees 93,396 86,563 100,049 
1972 . cc cccces 96,173 95,181 101,032 
1973S wcccccces 98,560 98,259 101,333 
1974 ..... eee 103,530 97,633 107,230 
1975 ..... X 117,320 104,783 119,767 
ISTE wcccccces 130,597 110,175 140,189 
1OTT wcccccces 130,567 117,150 153,606 
1978 se ee eeeees 138,770 125,914 166,462 
1979 se eereeeeee 154,666 143,323 177,805 
Percent change 

1979 over: 

1960 . *ee *-* 160.9 131.8 190.3 
1978 se fe ff 11.5 13.8 6.8 


on the other hand, showed a decline of 23.8 percent in filings 
during the year ended June 30, 1979. This reduction can be 


the Omnibus Judgeship Act of 1978 
Detailed statistics on the number and 
commenced during the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1979 are provided in appendix tables C2 and C3. 
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Table 17 
Cowl Cases Per Authorursd judgestep 
For the Tecive Month Persads Ended 
Jane SO. 1940, 1950, 1960, 1970, 1974 - 19/9 
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Tabic 18 
Gril Filings by Origen 
For the Teche Month Persads Ended June 197 - 1979 
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ed effort of the government to recover delinquent or default- 
ed student loans. The greatest impact of this increase was in 
Michigan, Eastern, where filings of such cases increased from 
18 in 1978 to 863 in 1979. There was also a substantial in- 
crease in tax suits filed in the district courts, which rose 31.8 
percent over the twelve month period ended June 30, 1978. 


Several types of civil cases showed substantial drops in 
filings. Cases filed under the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation 
Act declined 89.2 percent, dropping from 74 in 1978 to only 8 
in 1979. Commerce and land condemnation cases also 
declined sharply, down 41.0 percent and 20.3 percent, respec- 
tively. The reduction in I1.C.C. commerce case filings was 
primarily the result of a drop of such filings in Massachusetts 
from 1,316 in 1978 to 358 in 1979. Similarly, the overall 
decline in land condemnation case filings was largely the 
result of a drop in Florida, Southern, from 5,425 in 1978 to 
3.662 in 1979. 


Table 19 
Civil Cases by Jurisdiction 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Diversity | Local 
Federal | of C Juris- 
— |_| ct) von | $58 See ——— 
BOTT ccccccce 130,567 16,320 23,890 $7,011 31,678 1,668 
1978 2. wc nuns 138,770 22,534 24,277 $9,271 31,625 1,063 
1979 2. — 154,666 31,003 24,837 63,221 34,491 1,114 
Percent Change 
1979/1978.... 11.5 37.6 2.3 6.7 9.1 4.8 
Prisoner Petitions 


Another source of considerable civil litigation is petitions 
filed by federal and state prisoners. Table 21 provides a 
breakdown of the number and type of prisoner petitions filed 
in the district courts for each of the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1970 - 1979. 


During the year ended June 30, 1979, a total of 23,001 
petitions were filed by federal and state prisoners. This level 
represents an all-time high, 43.8 percent greater than the 
number of petitions filed in 1970 and 4.9 percent over the 
number filed in 1978. This overall increase is due solely to the 
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Table 20 


Ciwil Cases Commenced im the US. District Courts, by 
Nature of Suit During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30. 1975 - 1979 
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by state prisoners was in civil 


to 11,195 in 1979, 15.1 percent 


over the 1978 level and 451.5 percent over the number of 


percent for the year ended June 30, 1979. The 
civil rights petitions filed by state prisoners in 1970. State 


9.2 
increase in fili 


rights cases, which 


over 1978. The number of petitions filed by federal prisoners 


prisoners filed 80.4 percent of the total prisoner petitions 


filed in the district courts for the twelve month period ended 


June 30, 1979. 


increased filings by state prisoners, an increase of 9.0 percent 
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Table 21 


Pruomer Petsponms Filed im the US District Courts 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 1. 1970 - 1979 
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Prisoner petitions accounted for 14.9 percent of the total 
civil cases filed in the district courts during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1979. This is down from a high of 18.3 
percent in 1970 and represents the lowest level since 1967. 
Table 22 provides « ~ petitions to total 


civil filings for each of the twelve month periods ended June 
30, 1960 - 1979. 
Tabte 22 
Ciel Cases Filed t= the U.S. District Courts Prisoner 


Petron. for the Techve Month Peroads Ended June 1% - 1979 
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1,234 case for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1979. 


Table 23 


Aoterest Cases Commenced. for the Tweeive Maath Perads Exded June 1. 10-1979 
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Tabie 24 
Case Plow of Private LCC. Cases in United States District Courts 


For the Tecive Month Persads EnGed June 1. 1978 and 1979 
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Tabie 25 
LCanmed Sate Plaunrff Land Coméemmation Cases Filed Terminated and 
Pending on June 00. 
For the Twelve Month Periads Emded Jame SO. 1%) - 1979 


Year pemang cases 
TYTTITTTTTeT 3 
TYTTTTTTTTy 1,682 
wTTTTTTiTTT — me 
peccoocoooes oT 
TYTTTTTITTT rs 
TYTTTTTTitTey 98 
TYTTTiITitTiy be 
peccoccoccooes woe 
TTTTITTiTtTitt Tai 
TYTTTTTITiT Te? 
TYTTTTiiiiy sis 
TYTTITTTITtTT be | 
TrTTTITTitTiT 633 
—X—— 1,388 
TTTTTiTiTiiT 1,988 
TYTTTiTitiy 2,738 
TYTTITTITTiT vbdoe 
—X — 6,275 

Percent 
1978 ower 
a Se 33.4 16.6 34.3 +406 


Table 26 
Case Plow of United Kates Plaintiff Land Condemnation Cases 
Por the Twelve Month Per’. © séed June WO, 1978 ~ 1979 
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Tabie 27 
Product Liability Cases by Neture of Seite For the Twecive Month Periads Ended Jame 3D. 1978 and 1979 
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Table 27 
Product Liability Cases by Nature of Suit 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended Jane 30, 1978 and 1979 
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542 cases filed in this district represent an increase of 83.7 
percent ower the 1978 level. The bulk of this increase 
imvolved cases filed under the Fair Credit Reporting Act and 
the Motor Vehicle Information and Cost Saving Act, which 
includes cases dealing with odometer fraud. 


Employment Civil Rights 

Civil rights cases filed in the district courts during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1979 related to 
ment discrimination declined slightly from 5,504 in 1978 to 
5,477 in 1979. Table 30 provides a breakdown of employment 
civil rights cases filed for each of the years 1973 -1979. 


For the twelve month period ended June 30, 1 


Northern had 338 employment civil rights 
slightly from the 295 filed in 1978. The only other 


with more than 200 employment civil rights filings was 
Southern with 206. 


g 
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Social Security Act Litigation 

Since rising to a high of 10,355 cases in 1976, the 
of filings related to the Social Security Act has 
relatively constant. For the twelve month period 
30, 1979, a total of 9,942 social security cases 
the district courts, down slightly from the 9,950 
Table 31 provides the number of social security 
each of the district courts for the years 1971 - 1979. 


Those districts experiencing the greatest decline in social 
security filings between 1978 and 1979 were Virginia, 
Western, West Virginia, Southern and my Eastern. 
These decreases can be attributed to a reduction in the filing 
of cases related to “black lung” benefits. As indicated in 
Table 32, these three districts had only 230 black lung filings 
in 1979 compared to 581 in 1978. 
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The most substantial increase in social security filings 
occurred in Michigan, Eastern, where these filings increased 
from 608 in 1978 to 509 fon the twelve month period 
June 30, 1979. The bulk of the social security filings in this 
district were related to disability insurance benefits, 
representing 679 of the 809 filings in 1979. 


Tabie 33 provides a breakdown by district of the number 
of cases filed for each type of social security case. Claims 
for disability insurance benefits represent the largest 
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Sactal Seourtty Act Cases Filed the US. Destruct Courts 
Tectee Month Persads Ended ome S197) «1978 
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Table 32 
17s Crewe ent Dare 


Cases Filed Involving Black Lung Benefits* 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 - 1979 
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Table 33 
Social Security Cases Commenced 


For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30. 1979 
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Table 33 
Social Security Cases Commenced 


For the Twelve Monti: Period Ended June 30. 1979 
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percentage of socici security filings, accounting for 57.4 
percent of the 3,942 cases filed. The smallest portion is 
represente? oy cases related to Medicare benefits, which 
accounted for only 2.5 percent of the total cases filed. 


Class Action Litigation 

Class action cases filed in the district courts pursuant to 
Rule 23, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure continued to 
decline with only 2,084 cases filed Curing the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1979, a decline of 19.4 percent from 
1978 and 41.9 percent from the high of 3,548 cases in 1976. 
As indicated in Table 33, class actions as a proportion of total 
civil filings also dropped, from 1.9 percent in 1978 to 1.3 


percent in 1979. 


The number of class action allegations filed by prisoners 
remained essentially the same for the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1979 as in the previous year. In 1978 there 
were 174 such filings and in 1979 there were 172. Neverthe- 
less, as of June 30, 1979, the number of prisoner petition 
class action cases pending in the district courts declined to 
400, the lowest since 1973. 


Table 34 
of Class Action Allegations to Total Civil Cases 
welve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1974 - 1979 


| Total Workioed 
Pending (Pending and Pending 
Year Begining Filed Fitongs) bring 
Total Ciwd Cases 
iev4 101,333 103,530 204,86) 107,230 
1975 107,230 117,320 724,550 119,767 
i976 119,767 130,597 250,364 140,189 
1977 140,189 130,567 270,756 153,606 
ie7s 153,606 138,770 792,376 166,462 
is7s 166,462 154,666 321,128 177,805 
Percent increase Over 1978 4 11.5 : 6s 
Clams Action Cases Included in Above 
1974 3,7 2,717 6,473 4,680 
1975 4 680 3,061 7,741 5,184 
i976 5,184 3,584 4,768 5,987 
ie7? 5,987 3,153 9,149 6,281 
ievs 6,281 2,506 6,667 6,014 
1979 6,014 2,984 6,008 5,486 
Percent Increase Over 1978 43 18.4 “4.7 +s 
Proportian of Clam Action to Total 
i974 3.7 2.6 4.2 44 
1975 | 4 14 43 
i976 43 2.7 3.5 43 
lev? ‘ 24 14 41 
ievs i 3.0 Pe 
i 
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As shown in Table 36, the only district which recorded 
more than 100 class action filings during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1979 was Lilinois, Northern with 136. As 
of June 30, 1979, four districts had more than 200 class 
action cases pending: Texas, Southern (369); Hlinois, Northern 
aoe New York, Southern (246) and California, Northern 
220 


Class Ry i 
in Prisoner Petitions Filed and Pending 
Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973 through 1979 

Filed Pending 
Year Total Rule 23 Total Rule 23 
1973 17,218 355 7,912 322 
1974 18,410 337 9,151 466 
1975 19,307 367 10,469 564 
1976 19,809 397 11,852 630 
1977 19,537 252 13,333 572 
1978 21,924 174 14,799 441 
1979 23,001 172 16,171 400 


Civil Terminations 


total of 143,323 civil cases were closed 
an increase of 13.8 percent over 


C4, C4A, C5, CSA and CSB. 


Seventy-one districts showed increases in the number of 
civil cases terminated. Massachusetts recorded the highest 
increase in civil cases closed, an increase of 98.2 percent. For 
this district the increase in terminations results from a 
marked increase in the number of L.C.C. cases closed, from 
1,006 in 1978 to 3,015 in 1979. This large increase reflects a 
concerted effort on the part of the district to terminate 
much of its pending 1.C.C. caseload. 


Other districts experiencing increases in terminations of 
more than 50 percent were Utah (69.9 percent), Arkansas, 
Eastern (51.9 percent) and Georgia, Southern (51.4 percent). 


Table % 
For the Twelve Month Period £ ded June 30, 1979 
(Allegations Filed Under Rule 23, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure) 
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The number of civil cases ter: .inated (land condemnation 
cases excluded) for each of the years 1969 - 1979 are provided 


it 


sf 


terminations for recovery of 
of j increased from 1,115 in 1978 to 5,569 for the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1979. Other types of civil 
case terminations which increased sustantially include: 
Federal question LC.C. cases (up 147.7 percent); federal 


question real property suits (up 110.8 percent); U.S. tax suits 
(up 35.4 percent); U.S. contract actions other than recovery 
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Table 37 
Civil Cases Terminated by Action Taken, 199 - 1979 


(Land Coméemnasation Cases Omitted) 
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Table 38 
Civil Cases Pending June 30, 1970 - 1979, By Nature of Suit 
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Table 39 
Age of Civil Cases Pending on June 30, 1961 - 1979 
‘Excluding Land Condemnation Cases) 


30, 1979. Table 40 provides a comparison of the number and 
percent of civil cases pending three years or more in each of 
the 95 district courts. 


The largest increases between 1978 and 1979 in the 
number of civil cases three years or more were 
experienced in Massachusetts (up from 4,426 to 5,314) and 
Kentucky, Eastern (up from 400 to 1,065). The three districts 
having the largest percentage of their pending caseload more 
than three years old include Massachusetts (45.5 percent), 
Kentucky, Eastern (29.0 percent) and West Virginia, Southern 


(24.6 percent). 


For the twelve month period ended June 30, 1979, there 
were 22 districts with 200 or more civil cases three 
years or more (land condemnation cases excl . This 
compares to 19 districts for the same period last year. Two 
districts with more than 200 three year old civil cases in 1978 
were able to considerably reduce these cases in 1979: 
Pennsylvania, Western declined from 220 to 146 and New 
York, Western from 220 to 156. 
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Table 40 
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As of June 30. 1978 and 1979 
(Land Condemnation Cases Omitted) 
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Table 41 
Districts With 200 or More Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30. 1978-1979 
(Land Condemnation Cases Excluded) 


District 1978 1978 Change 
Mawpacthusetts .. «6. cc cece e eee eeeee 4,426 5,314 20.1 
New York, Southern ....... «ssc cccuee 711 696 -2.1 
West Virginia, Southern... . ~~... «505s 588 $62 12.6 
California, Central. ......- eee ccees $75 417 -27.5 
Phoride, MIGRO. ccccccccceseseseceses 450 373 -17.1 
Lowisiana, Eastern .........sseeeeeee 403 $28 31.0 
Kentucky, Eastern .... 6666s eeeees | 4 1,065 166.3 
Temas, Sowtherm .. «6. cc ccc wwe we wwwee 390 493 26.4 
New York, Eastern ..... «66sec cwwune | 387 432 21.0 
Illinois, Northern ......-60006 «aes . 347 420 21.0 
Commectiout ......ccccccecwwwccceee 315 363 15.2 
Michigan, Eastern. .... 6.66 ses ceeeee | 23 319 6.9 
California, Northern... «6.66 sec ceuee 284 330 16.2 
APIBERD cc cccccccccccceceeeseeeseoea 264 282 6.8 
New York, Western... «6... s cee wuee | 220 136 70.1 
Pennsylvania, Veern 220 146 -33.6 
Michigan, Western ... 66. ceeeeeeeee 216 368 70.4 
Temas, Northern .. «666s ccc eewenees + 214 a 74 
Georgia, Northern .....6c cece eweeeee 200 14. 
Ohio, Northern... 66s ccccccceeweees 4+ 195 310 $9.0 
Washington, Western... .. 6.6 e ee ceeee 184 222 20.7 
District of Columbia... «6... ccc cceeee 182 215 18.1 
California, Eastern... «ccc cece ee eeee 153 201 31.4 
Missouri, Western... 66 c cc ewe ewes | 140 213 $2.1 


Table 42 provides a distribution by type of case, of all 
civil cases pending three years or more as of June 30, 1979 
(land condemnation cases excluded). The most 
increases in these cases between 1978 and 1979 were in 
actions under statutes, which increased 23.2 percent from 
10,777 to 13,272. Substantiel increases were recorded in the 
older antitrust, employment civil rights, and I.C.C. cases. 


Transfer of Cases Under 28 U.S.C. 1407 


During the twelve months ending June 30, 1979, the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation transferred 936 civil 
actions which were originally filed in 87 different district 
courts to 20 transferee district courts for inclusion in coordi- 
nated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 282 actions 
already pending in the transferee districts. In 1978, 696 civil 
cases were transferred from 81 different district courts to 28 
transferee districts for the purpose of coordinated or consoli- 


dated pretrial proceedings with 252 actions already pending in 
the transferee districts. 


Table 42 U_S. District Courts 
Civil Cases 3 Years or More. By Baszs of Jurtsdaction and Nature of Suit 
(Land son Cases as of June 30, 1979 
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Table 42 US. District Courts 
Civil Cases 3 Years or More By Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit 
(Land Caxti 
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Table +4 


Cases Transferred by Order of The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. 


For the Twelve Month Periad Ended June 30. 1979, and Cumu_ative From September 195 
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Table +4 


Cases Tramsferred By Order of the Judicial Panel on ; 
For the Tweive Month Period Endod June 30. | Mubtadsstrct 
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Gockets that have resulted in transfers under Section 1407 


and have been completely closed. In addition, 1,003 actions in 


126 groups of multidistrict litigation have been docketed by 


the Panel but have not been centralized under 28 U.S.C. 1407. 


Criminal Workload In the U.S. District Courts 
The Administrative Office of the U.S. dingy — 


*— 


if 


us85i 


: 


* 
sé 


Hlth 
sits 


zis 


he 


: 
g 


3 
8 
s 
4 


3 


2 


264 


and D-5 statistics, shows the type of disposition for all 
defendants and felony defendants terminated in each district. 


D-8 through D-10 tables reflect statistics on pending 
cases and defencants. Table D-8 provides pending statistics 
for all cases and for felony cases only by major offense within 
district. Table D-9 provides a breakdown by district of all 
cases and defendants considered iriable and non-triable on 
June 30, 1979. 


In order to understand the offense levels that appear in 
the "D" Tables and in the text where they are specifically 
referred to as felony, other misdemeanor, minor, and petty, 
the operational definition for each level that the courts began 
to furnish beginning October 1, 1975 is set out below: 


@Fclony - a criminal offense punishable by imprisonment for a term 
exceeding one year. (18 U.S.C. §1) 

© Other misdemeanor - .ny criminal offense where conviction could result 
in no more than one year's imprisonment and/or a fine greater than $1,000, 
or any offense specifically excepted under 18 U.S.C.§3401(f) 

@ Other minor offense - any misdemeanor, other than a petty offense, for 
which the penalty does not exceed one year’s imprisonment or a fine of not 
more than $1,000, or both. (18 U.S.C. §3401) 

@ Petty offense - any misdemeanor for which the penalty does not exceed 
6 months imprisonment or a fine of not more than $500, or both. (18 U.S.C. 


Criminal Workload 

During the year ended June 30, 1979, the criminal work- 
load continued its downward trend. This year, case filings 
(excluding transfers) dropped to 31,536, a 8.9 percent fall 
compared to the 1978 total of 34,624 and 21.2 percent below 
the 1977 figure of 40,000. Compared to 1978, both felony and 
misdemeanor prosecutions dropped (16.6 percent) whereas 
minor and petty offenses increased (15.8 percent). 


The 32,181 criminal cases terminated (excluding 
transfers) was a decline of 3,711 cases or 10.3 percent com- 
pared to last year's 35,892. When the 1979 total is compared 
to the 42,524 cases terminated during the twelve months 
ended June 30, 1977, the drop is even greater at 10,343 cases 
or 24.3 percent. 


Cases pending as of June 30, 1979 declined by 723 cases 
or 4.8 percent fewer than the 15,847 cases pending on June 
40, 1978. 
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Case Flow by Offense Level 

Filings of the felony level cases (excluding transfers) 
continue to comprise the greatest percentage ‘62.6 percent) 
of the filing workload. The 20,755 felony cases filed this year 
is, however, substantially lower by 4,445 cases or 17.6 per- 
cent than last year. This drop in felony prosecutions continues 
the decline begun last year when such cases dropped by 11.6 
percent from 28,504 in 1977 to 25,200 in 1978. 


Other misdemeanor filings (1,250) increased modestly 
during the year by 56 cases or 4.7 percent compared to the 
previous year, but decreased by a significant 1,731 cases 
compared te 1977. 


The table below sets out the case flow by offense level 
for all offenses reported (exclusive of transfers) during the 
three years ended June 30, 1977 - 1979. 


Felony 
Year Filed Term Pending 
1977 28,504 31,272 15,623 
1978 25,200 25,994 14,351 
1979 20,755 21,404 12,955 
Percent 
1979 over 1978 -17.6 -17.7 ~9.7 
Misdemeanor 
1977 2,961 2,855 515 
1978 1,194 1,281 404 
1979 1,250 1,265 360 
Percent change 
1979 over 1978 4.7 -1.3 -10.9 
Minor and Petty 
1977 8,515 8,397 1,012 
1978 8,230 8,617 1,092 
1979 9,531 9,543 1,809 
Percent 
1979 over1978 15.8 10.8 65.7 
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Table 45 
Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated and i 
In the District Courts Teve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1 1979 


Total filed 
Urigynal Keceeived 
pro- by Total Pending 
Year duly 1 ceedings transfer | terminated : dune 30 
BOSS ccccceccces 10,100 35,310 1,813 38,580 6,64) 
BGEB cccccccecces 6,643 28,739 1,914 32,053 7,243 
Te cccccecceces 7,243 28,120 1,958 29,826 7,495 
BOSS cccccccecces 7,495 26,897 1,840 30,781 7,451 
PBED ccccccccees 7,451 26,729 1,924 30,377 7,727 
BOSD ccccccccces 7,727 28,137 1,691 79,864 7,691 
TESS cccccccoces 7,691 28, 460 1,606 29,881 6,078 
BOER ccccccccces 6,078 29,274 1,743 30,013 9,062 
BEB cccccccccce 9,082 29,858 1,688 31,546 9,282 
8986 ccccccccces 9,282 73,944 1,789 31,437 9,578 
BBB cccccccecces 9,578 31,569 1,765 32,078 10,834 
BSS ccccccccces 10,834 29,729 1,765 30,644 11,684 
SORT cccccccccess 11,684 30,534 1,673 30,350 13,541 
BORD cccccccecces 13,541 30,714 1,857 31,348 14,763 
BED ccccccccccs 14,763 33,585 1,828 32,406 17,770 
ROTO cccccccceccs 17,770 34,102 1,857 36,819 20.910 
BOTE ccccccccces 20,910 41,290 1,867 39,562 24,485 
BOTS ccccccccces 24,485 47,043 2,011 48,101 25,438 
BOTS ccccccecccecs 75,438 40,367 2,067 43,456 24,416 
BONE ccccccccess 24,416 37,667 2,087 41,526 22,644 
BOTS ccccccccccs 72,644 41,108 2,174 43,515 22,411 
BOTS ccccccccces 22,411 39,147 1,873 43,675 19,756 
MOTE cccccoccces 19,756 40,000 1,589 44,233 17,150 
BOTS wcccccccces 17,150 34,624 1,359 37,286 15,847 
ROTO wcccccccces 15,847 31,536 1,152 33,411 15,124 
Percent Change 
1979 over 1978 -7.6 -6.9 -15.2 -10.4 ~4.6 
Filings 
Offense Classification 


Criminal cases are classifed by the Administrative Office 
on the basis of the offense which carries the highest possible 
penalty at conviction. If several offenses are involved and 
they carry the same penalty, the crime against person would 
take priority over the crime against property. All attempts 
(except attempted homicide, which is classified as assault), 
are classified as substantive offenses, as are all conspiracies, 
aiding and abetting, and accessory crimes. The statistics 
shown in Appendix Table D-2 and D-3 were developed in this 
manner. 
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Criminal Filings Decline in Major Offense Groups 

Overall criminal filings (exclusive of transfers) dropped 
8.9 percent this year compared to last year. Most offense 
groups experienced declines, but weapons and firearms under 
the miscellaneous offense category, and liquor violations 
under the internal revenue laws led the groups with decreases 
of 1,867 cases or 60.7 percent and 5S cases or 59.0 percent, 
respectively. Other groups that experienced substantial 
decreases during the vear were: auto theft with a drop of 411 
cases or 50.7 percent; forgery and counterfeiting, down 24.7 
percent or 941 cases; robbery, embezzlement, larceny and 
theft with drops of 228 (16.6 percent), 319 (16.4 percent), and 
575 (14.4 percent), respectively. 


Some offenses that experienced a decline in prosecutions 
can be attributed in part to guidelines established by the 
Department of Justice and federal authorities. For instance, 
auto theft violators that are the under twenty-one joyrider 
variety are turned over to the state or local authorities for 
prosecution. Also, other offenses like narcotics violations and 
larceny and theft that are committed by persons under twen- 
ty-one are diverted to the local or state authorities. Twenty- 
eight such defendants in 1979 were tried as juveniles under 
the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act. 


The steady decline noted in weapons and firearms viola- 
tions represents the Treasury Department's policy of 
prosecuting convicted felons but turning over first time 
offenders to state and local authorities for prosecution. 


Further, the implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 
1974 has had the effect of reducing the filing of new cases by 
excluding superseding indictments and informations unless the 
original indictment was dismissed pursuant to the defendant's 
request. Although all cffenses are affected by this procedure, 
narcotics violations are mostly affected. (Table 46 presents a 
two year picture of criminal cases filed by nature of offense.) 


Filings By District 

Criminal case filirgs (excluding 1,152 transfers under 
Rule 20 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure) declined 
3,088 cases or 8.9 percent during the twelve months ended 
June 30, 1979 compared to a year ago. This drop is moderate- 


ly lower than the 13.4 percent drop seen during the previous 
year. 
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Thirteen districts experienced declines of more than 30 
percent in case filings this year compared to fourteen 


| Percent Decrease 


SEYEREEE Sse 
k 


Filings under weapons and firearms statutes dropped 
significantly in Louisiana, Middle (from 14 in 1978 to 0 in 
1979) and Mississippi, Southern (from 33 in 1978 to 4 in 1979). 
Of the districts that experienced decreases in filings during 
the previous year, Michigan, Eastern and South Dakota 
recorded declines in larceny offenses of 46.6 percent and 22.6 
percent, respectively. Declines during 1979 were recorded in 
larceny offenses for Louisiana, Middle, Florida, Middle and 
Illinois, Centrai. 


Despite the ~stional decline, ten districts during the 
twelve months ended June 30, 1979 reported gains of 27 
percent or more in filings, down from 12 districts last year. 


1 Case | Percent Increase 
in Filings 
Northern Mariana Islands! 7 17 - 
155 318 105.2 
141 287 103.6 
$03 939 86.7 
404 693 71.5 
202 319 57.9 
$2 60 53.9 
1,112 1,695 $2.4 
309 431 39.5 
143 188 31.5 


4 


‘Court in this district was convened on January 9, 1978. 
Data provided for comparison only. 
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Contributing to New York, Western's increase in filings 
were larceny cases which rose to 120 compared to 109 a year 


During the twelve months ended June 30, 1979, Georgia, 
Southern reversed its down turn of 70.1 percent in 

year to a rise of 86.7 percent this year. The 79.5 percent drop 
in minor traffic offenses during 1978 contributed to the 
overall decline for that year whereas the 206.8 percent rise in 
minor traffic offenses in 1979 accounted for the overall filing 
increase this year. 


Table 46 
Criminal Cases Filed by Nature of Offense, (Excludes Transfers) 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 and 1979 
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Table 47 


Criminal Cases Commenced in The District Courts 
During the Twelve Months Ended June 30. 1978 and 1979 


(Excludes Transfers) 
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Seven of the ten districts that filed over 31 percent more 
cases during 1979 than in 1978, also closed more cases for the 
same period. These districts were: 


Case Terminations Percent Increase 


Selected Districts i978 - 1979 in Terminations 
lowa, Southern 98 298 294.1 
Guam 29 72 148.3 
Georgia, Southern 541 975 80.2 
Puerto Rico 195 281 44.1 
Oklahoma, Western 329 406 23.4 
Colorado 366 432 18.¢ 
Haweii 1,139 1,293 13.5 


Conversely, four of the above districts which increased 
the case had far more filings resulting in a higher 
caseload at the close of June 30, 1979. These districts are set 
out below: 


Pending Cases 
Selected Districts 1978 - 1979 Percent Increase 
Colorado 170 432 154.1 
Hawaii 282 674 139.0 
Oklahoma, Western 47 76 61.7 
Puerto Rico 88 125 42.1 


The majority of the cases pending in Hawaii (570 or 84.6 
and Colorado (295 or 68.3 percent) were minor 
offenses filed within the last six months. 


Proceedings By Indictment Decline 

The implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 
effectively reduced the number of defendants reported as 
"new cases” by the use of indictments and infor- 
mations. Pursuant to Section 3161(hX6) of the Speedy Trial 
Act, the clerks of court are instructed not to open new crimi- 
nal dockets when the original indictment and or information 
is dismissed on motion of the government's attorney. This 
change in instruction resulted in a drop in indictment/infor- 
mations filed as follows: 1977 - 3,106; 1978 - 2,310; and 1979 
- 3,520. Stated differently, had these superseding indictments 
and informations been counted, the overall count of filings in 
1977 would have risen to 43,106, in 1978 to 36,934, and in 
1978 to 35,056. (See Table 48 for cases commenced by type of 


proceedings for the two year period ended June 30, 1979. 
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Table 48 


Criminal Cases Commenced Nature of Proceedings 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 - 1979 (Excludes Transfers) 
All Offenses Reported Felonies Only 
Percent Percent 
Change Change 
1979 1979 
Nature of Over Over 
Proceedings 1978 1979 1978 1978 i979 1978 
R000 34,624 31,536 -8.9 25,200 20,755 -17.6 
Proceedings Commenced By: 
Indictment ....ccccccccsccsccecs 22,694 18,718 -17.5 22,095 18,232 -17.5 
Information-indictment 
WeOS cccccccccccccccccccccs 1,151 740 -35.7 1,131 729 -35.5 
lifermatieOther 8,730 10,353 18.6 1,355 1,303 -3.8 
Remanded From Appellate 
COME ccoccccsesscocececoeooes 151 126 -16.6 142 120 -15.5 
Removed Fror State Court. ....+e6- $2 61 17.3 47 37 -21.3 
Reopened/Reirstated .......++++5. 226 177 -21.7 211 160 ~24.2 
Appeal From U. S. 
Magistrate Decisions ......+.+++. 104 169 62.5 - - - 
Juvenile Delinquency 
ProceedingS .....cccccccccecees 120 78 -35.0 91 68 -25.3 
Consent Before Magistrates ........ 1,396 1,114 -20.2 128 106 “17.2 


NOTE: Percent change computed for 75 or more cases. 
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Table 49 
Criminal Cases Pending June 30, 1970 - 1979 


By Nature of Offense 
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Criminal Cases Pending im the District Courts on June 30, 1978 and 1979 (All Offenses Reported) 


ist bq li 


Table SO 


Criminal Cases Pending in the District Courts on June 30, 1978 and 1979 (All Offenses Reported) 
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Cases commenced by indictment during the twelve 
months ended June 30, 1979 continue to comprise the great- 
est portion (59.4 percent) of the filing workload out represent 
a smaller percentage than in 1978 (65.5 percent), and 1977 
(62.5 percent). 


Pending Criminal Cases by Offense 

The year-end pending reached a new eleven year low of 
15,124 cases, a drop of 723 or 4.6 percent compared to June 
30, 1978. Only one offense, burglary, remained the same as 
last year with 61 cases pending while six offenses increased in 
a range of 14 to 380 cases and 12 groups decreased in a range 
of 3 to 589 cases. (See Appendix Table D-8.) Drug law viola- 
tions under the DAPCA law of 1870 were up slightly (2.4 


percent) this reporting year. At the close of last year they 
represented the largest numerical drop (353) in pending cases. 


Larceny and theft cases continued their downward swing 
with 1,038 such cases pending at the close of this year, 11.0 


percent fewer than the 1,166 cases pending one year ago. 


Weapons and firearms (1,212) and forgery and 
counterfeiting (1,562) also experienced a decline in cases 
pending with 589 and 317 fewer respective cases than the 
previous year. Robbery offenses showed 97 fewer cases 


pending compared to last year. 


Pending embezzlement cases which rose in 1978 by 11.6 
percent, dropped sharply this year by 17.9 percent. Immigra- 
tion cases, mostly illegal re-entry, after an increase between 
1977 and 1978 of 24.1 percent, rose moderately by 10.9 


percent in 1979. 


Pending by District 

Not all districts shared in the overall decline of 4.6 
percent in the pending caseload. Sixty-nine of the 95 districts 
were able to reduce their pending caseload. Twenty-eight 
districts lowered their pending caseload by over 20 percent 
this year, 6 more than last year's twenty-two districts. 
Declines in the pending caseload of mcre than 20 percent 
were recorded in the following districts: 


Percent 


District 1979 over 1978 
Georgia, Southern ~ 59.0 
Tennessee, Eastern ~ $7.1 
Indiana, Northern ~ 43.6 
Alabama, Southern ~ 42.6 
Washington, Eastern ~ 39.6 
Ohio, Northern ~ 36.7 
Pennsylvania, Western - 35.8 
Arkansas, Western - 34.9 
South Dakota ~ 34.6 
Alaska ~ 34.0 
Florida, Middle ~ 31.4 
Delaware - 31.0 


Of the twenty-six districts that experienced increases, 
nine districts, as shown below, reported gains of more than 20 
percent in their pending cases. The rise in pending cases in 
the districts of Hawaii and Colorado can be attributed to the 
substantial increase in minor offenses. These cases rose from 
204 to 570 in Hawaii and from 9 to 295 in Colorado. 
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Table 53 
Status of Criminal Defendants Pending 2s of June 30, 1979 
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Defendants classified in the non-triable status accounted 
for more than half (67.5 percent) of all defendants pending, 
which is greater than last year's percentage of 59.1. The non- 
triable status als» include defendants who were tried but have 
not been sentenced because they are under observation and 


study. 


The 8,986 fugitive defendants in pending cases on June 
30, 1979 represented 42 percent of all defendants in cases 
pencing at that time. This total of fugitive Gefendants was 
greater than in either of the two preceding years. 


Disposition of Criminal Cases and Defendants 

In order to assist new readers in their analysis of the data 
published in the Appendix D-4, D-5, and D-7 (non-duplicate 
defendant) termination tables, a synopsis of a fuller discus- 
sion which appeared in the 1978 Annual Report is included. 


In the statistical accounting used in the defendant termi- 
nation tables, a defendant is counted as one individual (non- 
duplicate) irrespective of the number of indictments that may 
be filed in the same 12-mon.s period in separately docketed 
cases (in wich charges of single or multiple offenses are 
made). Thus, in counting defendants, it's imperative to count 
each defendant's disposition only once. The offense is always 
the most serious offense at the time the case was disposed of 
whether it ended in disi>issal or conviction. 


Where a conviction was obtained and was based on 
multiple offenses, the offense that carried the most severe 
penalty is considered the offense at time of disposition. The 
penalty is classified with a severity code used by the 
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. The severity classi- 
fication accounts for the nature of the crime. Thus, a crime 
against a person is classified as more serious than a crime 
against property, while a crime of a moral turpitude nature is 
second to both. 


Duplicate defendants (charged more than once in separ- 
ately Jocketed cases) are represented by the single offense 
that is the most serious. Thus, where the dispositions are 
mixed (include dismissals and convictions), the most severe 
offease at time of conviction takes precedence. To do other- 
wiss: would result in the dismissal nullifying the conviction 
outcome. There can be two or more dispositions vying for the 
most serious offense position. When that occurs, the selection 


criteria is further based on the disposition by 
trial rather than by plea. If this does not end the selection 
process, the longer time interval from filing to disposition is 
favored. 


Disposition of Criminal Cases 

This year there were 33,442 cases terminated involving 
44,567 defendants. The disposition rate was 68.9 percent, a 
slight decrease compared to the 70.2 percent disposition rate 
of June 30, 1978. The disposition rate is calculated by 
combining all cases with defendants filed and pending and 
then dividing by all cases with defendants disposed of, includ- 
ing disposition by Rule 20, pretrial diversion, nolle prosequi, 
and dismissal. (See the Appendix Table D-1 for the criminal 
case and defendant activity flow by district.) 


Defendants Disposed of by Offense 

At the close of this reporting year, 41,175 defendants 
were terminated in the 95 United States district courts. Of 
41,175, a total of 6,791 were dismissals, 1,001 lower than last 
year's 7,792. The majority (80 percent or 32,913) of the 
prosecutions resulted in conviction and sentence, down by 9.8 


percent compared to 36,505 last year. 


A part of the reduction in the prosecutions discussed 
earlier resulted from diverting certain offenses like weapons 


1970 
1971 2,472 4,679 3,853 
1972 3,298 6,758 5,783 
1973 | 4,273 8,817 7,869 
1974 5,221 7,374 7,706 
1975 | 4,889 7,331 7,309 
1976 | 4,911 6,198 6,489 
1977 | 4,620 4,866 5,379 
1978 4,113 3,745 4,090 
1979 | 3,768 3,277 3,369 


and firearms and auto theft to state and local authorities 
pursuant to policies of the federal authorities. For those 
offenses that were prosecuted in the district courts, the 
majority were disposed of by plea of guilty or nolo 
contendere. During the year, 1,255 or 62.5 percent of those 

with firearms violations was disposed of in this 
manner; the number was 514 or 69.4 percent for auto theft 


violations. For narcotics drug 


law violations there were 6,609 


defendants terminated with over half (3,662) convicted by 
plea of guilty or nolo contendere. (Table 54 provides a 10 year 
span of the narcotic drug law case flow.) 


Table SS 
Summary of Criminal Defendants Convicted and Not Convicted 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30. 1978 - 1979 


Percent Unange 
Defendants Uusposed of i978 1979 1979 ower1978 
Total Unefem@ents ....- ccc ceeweeuee 44,922 41,175 -16.3 
Totel Not Convicted... .....65- 9,417 6,262 “12.3 
a 7,792 6,791 “12.9 
Acquired by: 
Camtt cccccccccsscees wu 303 -2.6 
BY cccccccccccsccce 1,314 ; 
Totel Comwicted .. .. «sss eeeune 6,305 | 32,913 
By Plea and Nolo 
Comtendere ... «sss uuuee 31,112 
By Court «6. ccc cee ewwnene 1,431 
Ls 3,962 
Type sentence: 
Pime Otily . «6 ccc c cece ewene 4,779 
GUNG ccccccncccccsesess 285 
ee ⸗ 17,426 
Regular Sentence® ...... 12,234 
(Months) 
BOER ccccccccveses 3,284 
1D oH cccccsesessss 2,804 
ts Peeeee TTT eee 2,792 
60 ond OWE... «6c cues 3,334 
Average Sentence. ...... 48.6 
Golit sentence .. 6 6c ceeeuee 3,263 
Indeterminate .. 66s cccuuee 1,132 
YCA oF YOP®. wc cee wwee 797 
Prometion. . ccc cece we weweweee 14,525 
Sentence (Vonths) 
BoB ccccccesescces 2,981 
i?) ere 3,742 
E> wPPrrreririiie. 4,406 
37 end OVET © 6c 3,206 
Average Sentence... 66 cc nue 32.4 
* includes Federe! Juvenile Act Sentences. 


** Youth Correction Act and Youth Offenders. 


Table % 
Summary of Criminal Defendant im the U.S. District Courts 
For the Twelwe Month Period ing June 30. 1978 and 1979 
is7s is7s 
ww Al 
Offemes Felome Offemses Felomes 
enone tar, Reported Only Reporiec On'y 
Totel Defem@ents ............4.4. 4,992 34 $44 41,175 28,453 
8 Gaaas occsobocecececoeseeees S417 7.257 ] =. Sus) 
Comeerted end Semtemred ..........45. 4,585 oe hi , 33,913 73,618 
Regular leprwcement*............... itu 11,536 seit 8,216 
(Awerage @ Months). ............... (oe &) (369) (a5) ($15) 
Speeval Seetencong Stetwtes®* ......... 5,192 4768 4762 ame 
Prefpeteam. 5 ccc ccc ccc ccceeees 14.505 10,768 1146 8,67 
(Average are O6.@ ary Gls) 
PP evcesoceveeses —— 4778 $28 «ote MM 
GP — Des 163 bt " 
Percest of Total... ......cccccccccecs 106.8 106.8 100.8 106.8 
Mot Comwicted . . . . 6c ccc cc ccccuns 23.5 ma 1 114 
Camwerted end Seatenced ....... «6464. 5 !e S| eee 
Percent of Comwected ..... . . . ss cuuuces 106.0 186.1 1068 100.8 
hequie imgrmonmen® TITTTITT 33.5 a7 4 me 
Specwe! Sestencong Stetutes** .......... 4.2 17.2 a5 as 
SD eccecocecocesoacees »ecce nN + “os } ey 
FEED cocccoceceoesecesooeoeeeacee 11.7 is 114 23 
GP cccccocececesesocececencane oo 4 1.5 eo 


Sinciades Federe! Juvende Delnquency Act Sentences 
“Pine ates Spit Sentences, indeterminate Sentences end Youth Correction Act Sentences. 


Of the 32,913 convicted defendants terminated during the 
twelve months ended June 30, 1979, 14,580 were sentenced to 
prison terms. This number represents a 16.3 percent drop 
compared to the 17,426 so sentenced last year. Most of the 
imprisonment terms were imposed under provisions of regular 
sentencing statutes (9,818), include 172 juveniles under the 
Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act, with the remaining under 
special sentencing statutes (4,762). The average sentence for 
the 9,818 imprisoned under the regular sentencing statutes 
was 49.0 months. The average supervision term for the 13,459 
placed under supervision of the Federal Probation Service was 
32.3 months which is about the same as last year (32.4 per- 
cent) when 14,515 received probation terms. 


Disposition by Circvit 

Analysis of the D-7 table shows that nationwide a total of 
3,234 split sentences, 887 indeterminate sentences, and 641 
Youth Correction Act sentences were imposed, representing 
respective decreases of 0.9 percent, 21.6 percent, and 19.6 
percent over the previous year. Of the 41,175 defendants 
disposed of from July 1, 1978 to June 30, 1979, the majority 
were closed in the Fifth (10,291 or 25.0 percent) and Ninth 
(8,279 or 20.1 percent) circuits. These two circuits had the 
largest number of defendants sentenced to imprisonment 
terms of sixty months and over, 693 and 574, respectively. 
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The Fifth and Ninth circuits imposed the largest number 
of sentences under these special statutes with two districts, 
Texas, Southern (188) and California, Central (167), which led 
in these circuits with “split sentences". On a national basis, 
more split sentences were imposed for fraud violations (718), 
DAPCA Drug law violations (454), larceny and theft (410), 
and forgery and counterfeiting (359) convictions than any 
other offense. (See Table 58 which shows regular splits and 
DAPCA Drug Law splits separately for the years June 30, 
1972 through June 30, 1979.) 


Of the 18,563 trials completed, 11,764 (63.3 percent) 
were civil trials, an all-time high; this compares to 61.1 
percent for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1978. 


Nonjury trials comprised 6 
in 1979 compared to 61.9 
experienced the greatest drop, 
1978 level; the 3,667 criminal 
was the lowest since 1967. Appendix Tabi 
detailed statistics on the numbers of civil and criminal trials 
completed in each of the 95 district courts for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1979. 


Length of Trials 

While the number of trials completed in the district 
courts during 1979 declined slightly, the length of these trials 
increased. The reduction in overall trials completed was 
highlighted by a 5.3 percent reduction in the number of trials 
lasting one day, from 9,358 in 1978 to 8,863 for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1979. The 8,863 one day trials is 
a new low for the period from 1972 - 1979. This decline was 
somewhat compensated for by increases in the number of 
lengthy trials, especially those lasting from 10 to 19 days. 
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Table 00 
Lesypth of Triak mm U.S. District Courts 
Tecive S4onth Periads Endod June 30. 1972 - 1979 
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were civil rights trials, which accounted for 28.5 percent of 
the 799 such trials completed. Trials related to personal 
injury suits represented 558 (46.2 percent) of the 1,208 civil 
jury 
The 


days 


Table 61 
Median Time Interval From lesuc to Trial in Ciws! anes 
In Which Trials Were C ; 
Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1962 - 1979 
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During the period ended June 30, 1979, the median time 
from issue to trial continued to rise, increasing to 14 months 
which ts an all time high. The median time for nonjury trials 
also increased to an all time high of 14 months, up from 13 
months in 1978. The highest median time is indicated for jury 
trials which rose to 15 months for the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1979. This matches the previous high time 
interval attained in 1967, 1968, and 1969. 


Appendix Table C-10 provides detailed statistics on the 
median time from issue to trial ‘3 each of the 95 district 
courts. The highest overall medi.m time was recorded in 
Massachusetts with 39 months. The iowest median time was 4 
months in the Middle District of Alabama. The district with 
the lowest median time from issue to trial for nonjury trials 
was Pennsylvania, Middle with a median of 3 months. 
Virginia, Eastern recorded the lowest median time in jury 
trials of 5 months. 


THREE-JUDGE COURT HEARINGS 


The volume of three-judge court hearings plummeted 55.2 
percent to a total of 30 during the year ended June 30, 1979. 
The number of three-judge court hearings had started to fall 
after the 1973 high of 320 hearings, but the major decline in 
such hearings in the last three years was due to legislation 
which reduced the requirements for three-judge courts under 
Title 28. 


Section 2284 of Title 28 provides that a district court of 
three judges shall be convened when: 


1. Required by special statute elsewhere in the law. 
Such statutes include three-judge court provisions of the 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 and the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


2. An action is filed challenging the constitutionality of 
the apportionment of Congressional districts. 


3. An action challenging the constitutionality of the 
apportionment of any statewide legislative body is filed. 


Of the 30 three-judge hearings reported in 1979, 15 were 
classified as involving voting rights, 3 dealt with taxation, 
another 3 were hearings on the constitutionality of state 
statutes, a further 3 were held on reapportionment, while the 
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remaining 6 were matters involving alleged violation of civil 


JUROR UTILIZATION 


A comprehensive picture of the jury operations in the 


federal courts follows with grand and petit juror usage statis- 
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Tabic 04 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 - 1979 
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Table 6S 
ings by Indictme:t and Grand Jury Sessions 
Twelve Periods Ended June 30, 1975 - 1979 
Proceedings Average: 
( om menced Pend 1 tef ctadenet » 
by indect ment Average Jury tahetied peer == ibowrs Averug: 
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as a result of the 9,791 grand jury sessions in 1979. While the 
number of grand jury sessions continued to increase, the 
average number of defendants indicted per grand jury session 
continued to drop. In 1975 an average of 5.10 defendants were 
indicted per grand jury session, while in 1979 the average had 
decreased to 2.90. 


Petit Jury 

The utilization of petit jurors in the 12-month period 
ended June 30, 1979 improved in many district courts; how- 
ever, the national Juror Utilization Index (J.U.1.) increased 
slightly this past yeer. The J.U.L. is the average number of 
jurors on hand for each jury trial day and is calculated by 
dividing the total number of available jurors by the total 
number of jury trial days. The national J.U.1. for 1979 was 

there 


As siown in Table 66, were 565,617 prospective 
he current 1'-month period. This 


three categories according to 
attained on each day of 


t 


peremptorily by counsel increased to 16.2 percent. Jurors not 
selected, serving or challenged rose slightly from 24.0 per- 
cent in 1978 to 24.6 percent in 1979. 


A 5.7 percent decreese in the number of criminal jury 
trial days' coupled with a 4.0 percent increase in the number 


'A jury trial day is counted for each jury in trial each day. 
For example, one jury in trial on Monday is one jury trial 
day; four juries in trial on Monday are counted as four jury 
trial days. 


Table 66 


United States District Courts 
National Peta Juror 
For the Twelwe Month Periads Ended Junc V. 1974 - 1979 
] T 1979 ower 1978 
increase Percent 
Petit Jurors igv4 i975 i976 1977 1976 1979 (Vecrease) Change 
— — — — — — 4 = — — — — — — — — — 
Totel eee $40,628 | 546,627 $92,594 | $84,127 $70,323 $65,617 (4,906) 6.9 
Selected or Serving.......... 315,419 | 326,445 | 356,951 | 352,960 | 345,372 | 334,765 | (10,607) “3.1 
Percent ..... peceoeoes 8.3 60.1 60.2 60.4 60.5 $9.2 - - 
Challenged. . . . 6. cee ceee 82,152 88,228 92,727 90,693 88,103 91,575 3,472 3.9 
PUSGSER coccccceceeees 15.2 16.1 15.6 15.5 15.5 16.2 - - 
Not Selected, Serving ; 
or Challenged. ....«««.+- 143,057 129,954 142,916 140,489 137,048 139,277 2,229 1.6 
Percent .. wn cccccccees 26.5 273.8 24.1 24.1 24.6 24.6 - - 
Jury Tread Days .... 6.650 eees 28,274 28,2793 20038 | 79,875 29,238 28,851 (387) -1.3 
Crimamal .. cnc cceccuces 16,426 is.eis8 17,818 16,945 16,084 15,171 (913) -$.7 
PUUGSER co ccccocceccces $8.1 $5.9 $9.3 56.7 $5.0 $2.6 - - 
en 11,068 | 12,475 ; 12,214) 92,930 | 13,154 13,680 526 4.0 
FPOUGEER ccocccccccceceos 41.9 44.1 40.7 43.3 45.0 47.4 - - 
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of civil trial days resulted in a 1.3 percent drop in the total 
number of jury trial days in 1979. While criminal trial days 
account for a majority of jury trial days, civil jury trial days 
are im an ascent and will soon take the lead if the trend of the 
last three years continues. 


The percent of jurors selected for or serving on jury trials 
ranged from a high of 81.7 percent in Rhode Island to a low of 
18.2 percent in the Northern Mariana Islands. In this category 
a total of 54 districts recorded percentages higher than the 
national figure of 59.2 percent. 


The Middle District of Louisiana and Western District of 
Virginia reported highs of 39.1 percent and 39.0 percent, 


respectively, for prospective jurors challenged either for 
cause or peremptorily by counsel, while the Northern District 


of New York recorded 7.4 percent in this category. The wide 
range of percentages of challenged jurors is partially 
attributable to the various local court practices and tradi- 
tions in the use of peremptory challenges by counsel and the 
increased number of challenges for cause in districts which 
have had one or more notorious trials. 


A prime area of concern for those involved in juror 
management is the reduction of the number of people who 
attend court and who are not selected, serving, or challenged. 
This group includes the people who are not sent to a voir dire 
because of such factors as an overcall of jurors for that day 
or late settlements or pleas, and also those who are not 
reached on voir dire questioning due to such factors as 
excessively large panels or poor pool management. Many 
districts have been able to show improvement in this area 
through the use of juror utilization practices such as the use 
of less than 12 member civil jury, jury pooling, multiple voir 
dire, established deadlines for settlements or pleas, stagger- 
ing of trial starts, reduction in voir dire size, effective use of 


pretrial hearings, and use of the code-a-phone for notifying 
jurors of a postponement or cancellation of a trial. 


Hawaii achieved the iowest figures of jurors not selected, 
serving or challenged with 4.2 percent, while 63.4 percent of 
the jurors in the Northern Mariana Islands and 52.5 percent of 
Alaska's jurors were so classified. Eighteen districts recorded 
15 percent or less of their available jurors as not selected, 
serving or challenged during the year ended June 30, 1979. 
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The percentage cf criminal 
month period ranged from 15 percent in 
100 percent in the Canal Zone and the Northern Mariana 
islands. Thirty-seven of the 43 districts having a 

civil jury trial deys recorded J.U.L's under 20.00, while only 
23 of the 52 districts having a majority of criminal jury trial 
days recorded J.U.L.'s under 20.00. 


The information on jury trial days can be used to develop 
a better understanding of the type of jury trial demands 
which the different districts must meet. A high percentage of 
criminal jury trials generally presents more problems to 
overcome in attempting to utilize jurors efficiently. The 


jurors than needed for most civil trials due to anticipated 
increases in challenges and alternate jurors. 


The Juror Usage Indexes for the year ended June 30, 1979 
range from a low of 11.70 in the Western District of 
Oklahoma to 46.10 in the Northern Mariana Islands. Sixty of 
the 95 districts recorded indexes under 20.00 for the 12- 
month period. 


FEDERAL PUBLIC/COMMUNITY DEFENDERS 


As of June 30, 1979 there were thirty-one federal public 
defender and seven community defender organizations in 
operation. (The defender office in Minnesota converted from 
a part-time community defender organization to a full-time 
federal public defender on October 1, 1978.) Appendix tables 
K-1 and L-1 provide information, by defender office, on the 
number of cases opened, the number of cases closed, the 
average number of hours spent in court on each closed case, 
and the number of cases pending at the end of the report 
period. The information is broken down into three major 
categories of representations: criminal, appeals, and other 
(includes habeas corpus, parole/probation revocation, witness, 
and motions to correct or reduce sentence). The statistics in 
tables K-1 and L-1 only cover representrcions by federal 
public/community defender offices and therefore exclude 
representations provided by private panel attorneys under the 
Criminal Justice Act of 1964. These statistics are available in 


a separate report. 


Federal Public Defenders 


Federal public @zienders were assigned a total of 14,077 
new cases during the twelve-month period ended June 30, 


9 


1979, a decrease of 550 cases, or 3.8 percent, from the 14,627 
cases opened during the same period last year. This is the 


of the defender reporting program in 1972. The number of 
cases opened by those offices which were in operation the 
entire twelve-month period ranged from a high of 1,627 cases 
in California, Central to « low of 65 cases in the office 
serving both Illinois, Centra. and Southern. 


Of the twenty-four offices which were in 

during the entire twelve-month periods ended June 30, 1978 
and 1979, seventeen recorded a decrease in the number of 
cases opened. The largest decrease was reported by the 
Arizona public defender which opened 957 cases, a decline of 
23.4 percent from the 1,250 cases reported in 1978. At the 
other end of the scale, West Virginia, Southern with 137 
representations in 1979 showed an increase of 14.2 percent 
over the 120 representations reported in 1978. 


As in previous years the majority of matters assigived to 
federal public defenders were criminal cases. In 1979, 8,834 
(62.8 percent) of the cases opened involved criminal matters. 


The number of “other representations" (including appeals) 
assigned to federal public defendeis continued its upward 
climb. A total of 5,243 such cases were opened in 1979, an 
increase of 203 cases, or 4.0 percent, over the 5,040 cases 
opened in 1978. Court directed representations of inmates of 


Table 67 
Federal Public Defenders - — of 
For the Twelve Month Periods June 30, 1975 - 1979 
— ’ = T — = “TT ’ ‘ 
Hepresent ations 1975 i976 iv77 is7s is7s 1979 ower 1978 
= — 
Of frees in Operation 20 22 24 50 31 
Total representations 
Cases Opened... 6.6666. 11,301 | 02,095 | 13,743 | 14,627 | 14,077 | 1 
Capes Closed ©. ccc ecu 10,320 | 12,678 13,622 | 14,695 | 14,205 3.3 
Pending on Jume WO... ... 4.035 | 3,224 3,345 3,240 3,112 4.0 
Criminal representations 
Capes Opened... 6. 66a us 7,952) 8.015 9.570 | 8,587 6,634 7.9 
Cases Closed . 6. 6 ccc cue 7.194) 8.884 8,582 9,789 9,204 60 
Pending on June 30. ..... 2,385 | 2,403 2,391 2.144 1,784 17.2 
Other representations * 
Cases Opened... . 6.455. 3,348 3,980 4,173 5 046 5,243 4.0 
Cases Closed «6 6c cc eee 3,126) 3,704 4,040 4,906 5,001 i 
Pending om June 1. ..... 650 82) ose 1,086 1,328 22.3 


‘Ths category includes both the appeals and other representations 
shown in appendia Table K1. 
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the U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners at Springfield, 
Missouri continue to decline. In 1978 these representations 
accounted for 17.1 percent of all “other representations", 
while in 1979 this figure fell to 14.4 percent. 


Federal public defenders closed 14,205 cases in 1979, 
down 3.3 percent from the 14,695 cases closed in 1978. Of 
this total 9,204, or 64.8 percent, were criminal case closings, 
while 5,001, or 35.2 percent, were closings of “other 
representations.” The number of cases closed by offices which 
were in operation during the entire twelve-month period 
ranged from a high of 1,710 case closings in California, 
Central to a low of 55 case closings in Illinois, Central and 
Southern. The number of hours in court per closed case has 
averaged approximately 1.6 hours since 1972. 


The 3.8 percent decrease in the number of cases opened 
accompanied by the 3.3 percent decrease in the number of 
cases closed resulted in a decrease of 4.0 percent in the 
number of cases pending as of June 30, 1979. Nineteen of the 
thirty offices in operation before July 1, 1978 recorded fewer 
cases pending at the end of the report period. 


Community Defender Organizations 


A total of 7,177 cases were opened by the eight commun- 
ity defender organizations during the twelve-month period 
ended June 30, 1979. This was an increase of 10.9 percent 
over the 6,472 cases opened during the same period in 1978. 
Only eight case openings were reported by Minnesota in its 
last three months of operation (July-September 1978) as a 
community defender organization. Of the total number of 
cases opened 5,206, or 72.5 percent, were criminal matters, 
while 1,971, or 27.5 percent, were “other representations" 
(includes appeals). 


The Southern District of California recorded the largest 
number of case openings with 2,586; the New York organiza- 
tion (includes the Eastern and Southern districts of New York 
and the Second Circuit Court of Appeals) was second with 
2,051 case filings. Georgia, Nortt..n and Oregon recorded the 
smallest number of case openings with 329 and 320, respec- 
tively. 


Of the seven offices in operation durinz the entire 
twelve-month periods ended June 30, 1978 ami 1979, three 
recorded decreases in their case openings. The largest decline 
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was experienced by Pennsylvania, Eastern which opened 584 
cases, 45.7 percent fewer than the 1,076 cases opened a year 
ago. The number of cases opened by Michij'an, Eastern and 
Georgia, Northern fell by 21.6 percent ard 17.5 percent, 
respectively. At the other end of the sale, California, 
Southern recorded an increase of 1,170 cases, or 82.6 percent. 
Most of this increase can be attributed to the large number 
(975 petty offense cases) of representations before a magis- 
trate for plea and sentencing of aliens charged with illegal 


entry. 


The community defender organizations also recorded an 
increase of 11.9 percent in the nuober of cases disposed of 
during this report period. Three of : ne seven offices in opera- 
tion for the entire twelve-month periods ended June 30, 1978 
and 1979 experienced an increase, with California, Southern 
recording the largest increase of 86.2 percent. Pennsylvania, 
Eastern recorded the largest decline in cases closed, 440 
cases, or 40.6 percent. 


Of the 7,585 cases closed by the community defender 
offices in 1979, California, Southern disposed of 2,744, or 
36.2 percent. As noted previously, this figure includes 975 
immigration related petty offense cases. The New York 
organization disposed of the second number of cases 
with a total of 2,708 closed. At the ot end of the scale, 


Oregon disposed of 285 cases during the same period. 


Table 68 
Community Defender Organizations - Comparison of tons 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, | - 1979 
| Percent 
Representations 1975 1976 1977 ie7s8 i979 1978 over | 

Reportong Offiwes........ ? . ) . ‘ 

Totel representations 
Cases Opened... 6. ccna u 6678 | 6573 | 6.389 | 6472 | W177 10.9 
Cases Choe? . 6 ccc ccs 6,424 | 6,980 | 6,454 6,780 7,585 118 
Pending on Jume 1... .... 2,300 2,510 2,445 2,137 1,729 “18.1 

Crimonal representations 
Cases Opened... 6 6 ccc cue 5,366 4,939 4,639 4,53) 5, 206 148 
Cases Chased . oo ccc eus 5,204 4.92) | 47% 4,873 5,506 13.8 
Pending on June 0. ...... 1,850 1,664 1,747 1,411 1,001 “21.3 

Other representations? 
Cases Opened... 66 cc cue 1,312 1,634 1,730 1,939 1,971 1.7 
Ceses Chose 2 6c ccc ceee 1,220 1,447 1,698 1,907 2,079 9.0 
Pepoing on dume 1. ...... 450 646 698 726 6ié 146 


‘Tre Minnesota community defender organization is not included in the 1975 dete. 
2 The Minnesote communi’ y defender organization closed on Septemier 30, 1978. 
JTree category includes both the appeals and other representations as she «n 

m appendi« Teble Li. 
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The average number of hours in court per closed case was 
2.0, a modest decrease compared to the 2.3 hours reported a 
year ago. California, Southern recorded the lowest average in 
this category with 1.2 hours per closed case; while Georgia, 
Northern recorded the highest with 3.3 hours. 


The pending caseload for the community defender 
zations dropped from 2,137 on June 30, 1978 to 1,729 on June 
30, 1979, a decline of 19.1 percent. California, Southern 
recorded the largest decline at 37.5 percent. The only office 
which reported an increase in its pending caseload was 
Oregon with an increase of 47.3 percent. 


UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES 


During the year, magistrates conducted 560 
hearings in criminal cases in 52 districts and 783 hearings in 
civil cases in 59 districts. There were 563 hearings conducted 
by magistrates in prisoner cases in 53 districts. Magistrates 
completed 590 special master references in 48 districts. In 53 
districts magistrates conducted 570 full trials of civil cases, 
including 109 jury trials, upon the consent of the parties. 
These full trials were in addition to other cases termina ed 
without actual trials in which the parties had also consented 


to disposition of the litigation before magistrates. 


Magistrates disposed of 100,267 minor offense cases, 
including petty offenses, during the 12-month period ended 
June 30, 1979. The total was slightly less than the 102,547 
minor offense cases handled in 1978 (down 2.2 percent). 


Of the total, 87,460 were petty offense cases, about 0.2 
percent below the 87,654 petty offenses reported last year, 
but more than reported in any other prior year. The relative 
stability in petty offense cases in the 12-month period ended 
June 30, 1979 occurred despite continuing improvements and 
refinements ir. the statistical reporting system and the grow- 
ing use of collateral forfeiture procedures which permit the 
disposition of many petty offenses without an appearance 
before a federal judicial officer. During the year, a total of 
455,092 violation notices were issued. 


Petty offense cases involving traffic, drunk and disor- 
derly, trespass and theft charges increased during the past 
year, as did offenses grouped under the "other" category. 


year, 19,578 received a full trial on 

merits. There were 65,349 defendants who pled guilty, 
the ng 15,340 minor offense cases were dismissed in 
tes. Of the 19,578 defendants who 


Dutncts With Highest Number of Mumor Offenses ofS 

Magzuirates During the Tecive Month Peviad Ended June 30. |! 

Vettes Tote Treffec im elo OUner 
Wergemee, Gates... « «sce nue 1244 18,767 ‘ 1) 
es See 8.0m 6,228 tre 
Wastengton, Westers......... 7,776 T,437 > iM 
Temes, Westerm....« nue t wee 7 ee 3,785 625 
Temas, Gowthers —— 5,706 i“ S44 i” 
Caltlorma, Northerm.......««> +365 2 bet pa) 677 
Cabfoarnm, Southers ........- ies? sae *,823 am 
Georgm, Southern. .......+- i028 3,278 - $31 
Calformm, Dasters...«««665> 2074 1,315 20% 1,354 
North Caroline Easterns. ...... 2,792 14 : ee 


disposed of by magistrates during the 12-month period ended 
une 30, 1979 are set out in Table 70. 


The number of precommitment proceedings in criminal 
cases conducted by Sean ak Gi ek cee oe ee 
month period ended June 30, 1979 has continued the decline 
wd goed pny My es hg gp hed pena yeep nny 


a. 


combining of some bail hearings with the arraignments, thus a 


separate bail hearing is not counted in the statistics. 


Applications for arrest warrants considered by magis- 
trates fell from 14,721 in 1978 to 11,423 from the 12-month 
period ended June 30, 1979. Summonses sought, however, rose 
from 1,413 to 1,722 and search warrants rose from 4,491 to 
4,608 for the same pericd. 


The total number of bail hearings, including those involv- 
ing material witnesses and alleged probation violators, de- 
creased slightly from 43,147 in 1978 to 40,573 for the 12- 
month period ended June 30, 1979. This year 5,513 applica- 
tions for review of these bail determinations were reported, 
also less than the 6,427 applications reported last year. 
Preliminary examinations conducted by magistrates deciined 
from 5,384 to 4,349 for this period, and removal hearings fell 
from 1.749 to 1,6,.2. 


Table 71 
Unned Mates Posstaoms 
Authorized By The Conference 
Total Pull-Time | Part-Time | Comtenstion 
Year Positrons Pasitiors Posi! sams Posit sors 
1970 Spring 518 61 44s 5 
Fell 542 82 44s il 
1971 Spring 546 83 430 i3 
Fell $oe ee 455 is 
197? Spring Se) v0 455 i6 
Fell $72 163 452 i7 
1973 Spring se° 163 “47 i7 
Feu $42 112 414 ié6 
eva Spring S41 112 411 is 
Faul 482 130 136 16 
1975 Spring 487 133 337 17 
Fall 48? 143 322 i7 
1976 Spring 482 136 316 Tt) 
Fall 483 199 306 is 
1977 Spring 487 164 305 is 
Fall 484 166 300 is 
1978 Spring 487 i176 790 21 
Fall 486 187 278 21 
1979 Spring ae8 196 771 21 


There were 176 full-time magistrates positions author- 
ized for appointment on October 1, 1978. During the twelve- 
month period ended June 30, 1979, the incumbents of those 
positions handled 221,495 matters - 76 percent of the total 


Full-time magistrates conducted 79 percent of the 


preliminary in criminal cases, disposed of 57 
percent of the minor offenses cases and handled 90 percent of 


the "additional duties" performed during the year. Table 72 


At least two full-time magistrates had been authorized 
for appointment in each of the 25 largest district courts by 
Cetober * 1978. The extent to which these full-time posi- 
tions have © cen used in each court is reflected in Table 73. 


316 


VeertD S'4TES OTe COUeTS 


DUTIES PERFORMED BY 
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES 


‘2 eT (eo Ae em en 


‘o_e tw. FD 4 CS 


Se TC — — — ⸗ "em 
ovis ee Tro 
122 106 1) Ow nme * aaa 
— 
Poe thee Fem — ' 
an, 


\ 


‘ 
‘ 


Vor cms (1h O® 


— 
— 
2 
2 


317 


Table 72 
Matters Handled by Full-tume and Part-tume Magistrates 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June WO. 1979 . 


ewe 3,88) ec: 
is alee 1,181 $41 
Arve warrants... © © © 6 cc cee euee sare —* 
Rel promeedings wc VV VvVvVvVvVvV——— 
initial eppeeremees .... . «6.646. “4,133 5,859 
Probation appearances ......... 1,556 233 
Moeterial witmemes ............ 6,34 2,438 
Bad rewiews . . 5 6 cc ccc cnee 4,7 777 
Preliminary examinations ........... 3,509 ec 
Remowel hearings... . 6 6 ee ene 1.338 282 
GION ccc ccccccccccccoceceeeees 37,087 1.604 
Post-indictment arreignments ........ 17,118 2,219 
Pretrial conferences... ... © 6 66 ccc 104 
ee 6,41 aose 623 
ee ee REEELE LEE ETT 1.6% 1,517 87 
Probation rewocetions ....... 6.6445. woo 74 76 
Grand Jury Gemmome © 2. 6k ce ioe 1,782 162 
Ewidentiary Weerings .. Oe $15 45 
i 2,968 2,781 jee 
GOT ccccccccccccccccceeceseceees $1,423 72,576 6,647 
Prisoner petitions 
a eee 452 3,98) $31 
Poderal tabess ... ©. 6 6 cca i,ovs 1,706 272 
ee 5,572 4,021 $$! 
Ledentiary hearings on 
*2 492 7 
Pretriel conferences... . 6 6 6 6c cee e 24,231 22,032 2,199 
ee ee 29,950 26,277 3673 
Meteo B ccccccccccccccccccces 4,361 4 000 361 
Special Mester reports . 6 6 6 ccc cus 590 $71 is 
CorE GEMED c cc ccccccesecccscceces 570 516 *4 
Social Security rewiews . 6. 6k ccc uee = = 3— 
eeeeeee 4,239 3,610 629 


Matters Disposed of By Full-time Magistrate 
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For the Year Ended June 30, 1979 
Other | 
Minor Search Sunm- 
Offenses | warrants menses | 
5 v8 MM 
2 43 3 
” 162 100 
is s7 1 
63 i - 
19 34 20 
4 61 10 
5 $3 - 
wo i - 
100 16 ue 
166 112 2 
84 78 3 
i“ 62 35 
292 194 - 
10 71 11 
li 105 ° 
1,438 153 BS 
20 61 63 
i 37 - 
13 $s 5 
735 iy} 69 
3 iy | ’ 
43 5 3 
97 31 5 
63 195 10 
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Matters Disposed of by Full-time Magistrate Positions in the 25 


AG@itional Duties Performed Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 636) 


For the Year Ended June 30, 1979 (con't.) 
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Table 73 
Matters Disposed of by Full-time Magistrate Positions in the 25 Large District Courts 


AG@tronal Lwtes Performed Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 636D) 
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UNITED STATES OISTRICT COURTS 


“ADDITIONAL DUTIES” PERFORMED 
BY U.S. MAGISTRATES UNDER 28 U.S.C. 636(b) 
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FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 


Additional Appendix Probation Statistical Tables 

This marks the second year that an analysis of the Fed- 
eral Probation System caseload has appeared in this section 
of the Annual Report of the Director. 


In 1969, because of other program priorities, the process- 
ing of individual probation records was discontinued. Tables 
E-1 and E-2 in the appendix were thereafter prcjuced using 
monthly summary sheets provided by each district. 
Subsequently, an improved computer system for capturing 
records on each person received for and removed from super- 
vision was reestablished, and in 1976, a mini-computer was 
installed with terminals that allowed personnel to directly 
access and update the computer files. By Juse 1978, after 
five years of individual record entries and three reconcilie- 
tions of field office files with the computer files at the 
Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts, Appendix tables E- 
1 and E-2 were produced from the probation records. This 
year Appendix tables E-3 E-7 for the first time were 
generated by the same method for publication in this report. 


This system provides a vast array of data collected on 
each person received for supervision, including the peric3 of 
supervision, the number of months completed under supervi- 
sion, and the reason for removal from supervision. Using this 
expanded base of information, five new tables are 
presented in addition to tables E-1 and E-2. All new appendix 
tables on persons received fcr supervision and removed from 
supervision exclude inter-district transfer actions and rein- 
statements. 


Appendix Table E-3 reflects all persons under supervision 
on June 30, 1979 for each district by major offense at the 
time of conviction. This table complements Table E-2, which 
focuses on persons under supervision by type of supervision, 
that is, probation, parole, pretrial diversion, etc. 


Appendix Table E-4 indicates, by district, probationers 
placed on supervision by district court judges by the length of 
the probation term imposed. Also provided is the percentage 
of persons received with terms of two years or more. 


Appendix Table E-5 presents court probationers who 
satisfactorily completed all of their supervision terms and 
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those discharged as satisfactory prior to the original expira- 
tion date. 


Appendix Table E-6 indicates the average term imposed 
coispared to the average term served for all court probation- 
ers who successfully completed their terms during the year, 
and the percentage of early terminations. 


Appendix Table E-7 provides the national total of persons 
removed by type of supervision. Highlighted are the number 
removed with no violation, and violations with the type of 
violation in the three general categories, major, minor, and 
technical. 


Probation System Case Fiow 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1979, 
33,839 persons were received on new or reinstated periods of 
super’ sion. Persons removed from supervision numbered 
35,852 excluding transfers, and the number of persons under 
re hin in the 94 districts (Northern Marianas 

not reporting) at the close of this reporting period was 66,087 
(see Appendix Table E-1). 


Persons Under Supervision Decreases Slightly 

Table 74 shows national totals of persons under supervi- 
sion on June 30 of last year and this year by type of supervi- 
sion with the numerical and percentage change. The 66,087 
persons under the supervision of the Federal Probation 


Technical Note 


The date on which active supervision begins, or the 
"Received Date", is used to determine if an individual was 
under supervision at the beginning of the year (July 1) or was 
received for supervision during the year. 


Each year a limited number of records are filed with 
received dates prior to the close of the previous year. Thus 
Appendix Table E-1 shows these persons as having been under 


year's Table E-1 and persons under supervision on June 30 of 
last year's Table E-1 will show minor differences. Yearly 
comparisons in the text, however, are based 
figures shown in each report. 


— 
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Table 74 
Persons Under Supervision of the federal Probation Service 


Type of 
Super vision 


Total. ..ccees ere ee ee © 


From District Courts ......... 
Court Probation .......«.««-. 


Probation. ....«««s«seseseee-. 


In addition, Southern Texas (262: 10.6 percent), Eastern 
New York (225; 10 percent), and Northern Texas (159; 9.7 
percent) recorded an increase in their caseloads of over 100 


persons. 
These eight districts had declines of 15 percent or more: 


— —— 
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Federal Probatsom 


Persons Under Supervision on Jane 30, 1978 and 1979 
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Further, Eastern Michigan (-199; -10.4 percent), Northern 
California (-157; -9.1 percent), Northern Ohio (-125: -10.2 
percent), New Jersey (-108; -6.3 percent) and Eastern 
Missouri (-101; -12.3 percent) showed declines of more than 
109 persons under supervision on June 30, 1979 es compared 
to June 30, 1978. 


Persons Under Supervision Showing More Parolees, Less Probationers 


The final column in Table 74 shows the proportion of the 
national caseload which each type of supervision represented 
for last year and this year. Persons released on supervision 
from institutions proportionately increased from 27 percent 
on June 30, 1978 to 29.5 percent on June 30, 1979. This is an 
increase of 1,493 in the number of persons serving under the 
four types of institutional supervision. Conversely, probation- 
ers serving terms imposed by district court judges and U. S. 
magistrates or serving under conditions of pretrial diversion 
decreased by 2,087 from 73.0 percent of the total to 70.5 
percent. 


The accompanying graph shows that persons under the 
supervison of the court rose continuously from 1970 through 
1975, leveled off between 1976 and 1978, and began to de- 
cline during the past year. During the same years, the number 
of persons supervised after institutional release has increased 
steadily excluding small declines in 1976 and 1977, and since 
June 30, 1977 this group has risen by 2,794. 


Table E-2 in the Appendix shows persons under supervi- 
sion on June 30, 1979 in each district by type of case. Parole, 
mandatory release, military parole and special parole 
accounts for 40 percent or more of the total caseload in six 
districts. One of these, Eastern Michigan, shows 49.5 percent 
or one-half oi its caseload as persons serving parole for the 
remainder of institutional sentences. The others are 
Minnesota (46.2? percent), Texas, Western (42.3 percent), 
Oklahoma, Western (40.9 percent), Indiana, Northern (40.1 
percent), and Missouri, Eastern (40 percent). 


The significance of this shift in the numbers of persons 
under the different types of supervision is that probation is 
controlled by persons directly accessible to the probation 
officer - judges, U. S. magistrates, and U. S. attorneys in 
pretrial diversion cases. Necessary arrest warrants can be 
obtained and violation hearings held in the immediate vicinity 
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FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 


PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION 
AND RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISICN 


12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 3 970-1979 
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of the probation office. Supervision upon institutional release, 
by contrast, must De coordinated with the U. S. Parole Com- 
mission regional offices which are usually distant from the 
district and thus communicated with by mail. Violation testi- 
mony is written rather than verbal in most parole revocation 
hearings, and exchange of information affecting the 
individual parolee is slow and indirect. 


Parolees, more so than probationers, are convicted felons 
and many have previous arrests and convictions relating to an 
established pattern of criminal activity, making them less 
amenable to direction from the probation officer. For these 
and other reasons, parolees tend to require more time of the 
probation officer in the administration of supervision. 


Persons Under Supervision By Offense 

Appendix Table E-3 groups persons under supervision on 
June 30, 1979 in each district by offense. The accompanying 
chart presents graphically the national totals for all types of 
supervision. Nearly one out of every four persons under 
supervision at the end of this reporting period was a drug 
offender (15,176 or 23 percent of the total) with 12.1 per- 
cent (7,974) having committed offenses involving addictive 
narcotics, 5.8 percent (3,854) involved in marihuana offenses, 
and 5.1 percent (3,348) having committed offenses with other 
substances which are controlled under provisions of the Drug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970. 


Other offenses which accounted for large numbers of 
persons under supervision were: embezzlement and fraud, 
(19.5 percent; 12,855); larceny and theft, (12 percent; 7,942); 
forgery and counterfeiting, (10.9 percent; 7,226); and homi- 
cide, robbery, assault, and burglary which together comprised 
8.5 percent (5,588) of the total. Of 66,087 persons under 
supervision as of this report, 73.8 percent (48,787) had com- 
mitted an offense included in one of these five major cate- 
gories. 


Continuing Drop in New Probationers Causes Decline in Persons 
Received For Supervision 

During the past year, persons received for supervision in 
the Federal Probation System numbered 33,839, excluding 
transfers, a decrease of 969 (-2.8 percent) when com»ared to 
the twelve-month period ended June 30, 1978. Pei ons re- 
ceived for probation supervision from the district court 
judges decreased by 1,574 (-10.1 percent) while probationers 
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received on terms imposed by U. S. magistrates dropped by 
610 (-10.5 percent). Persons received under conditions of 


pretrial diversion increased by 120 (5.6 percent). Table 76 
shows that the total decrease in persons received on proba- 
tionary terms since June 30, 1978 is 2,074 (-8.7 percent) and 
the total decrease since the same date in 1977 is 3,769 (-14.9 
percent). 


The reverse is found in persons received after institution- 
al release where a substantial increase in persons received on 
parole (1,013 or 17.4 percent) and a smaller increase in those 
received on special parole terms (234 or 12.3 percent) ex- 
ceeded smal! decreases in mandatory releases (-76 or -2.3 
percent) and military paroles (-76 or -44.4 percent). The 
combined total of 12,288 persons received after institutional 
custody represented an increase of 1,095 or 9.8 percent from 
last year and 2,510 or 25.7 percent since 1977. 


The continued decline in probationers received for super- 
vision can be attributed directly to the decline in criminal 
prosecutions reported during the last two years, since proba- 
tioners are placed under supervision immediately in most 
cases. However, the relationship between reduced prosecu- 
tions and a change in persons received for parole supervision 
is not as direct. The figures below indicate that the rise in 
parolees received for supervision during the past two years 
was an effect of the increase in the number of prison senten- 
ces imposed during 1976 and 1977. 


Number of Prison Parolees Received 


Year Sentences Imposed for Supervision by 
by District Courts Federal Probation System 


1974 14,280 6,299 
1975 14,986 7,888 
1976 16,219 6,286 
1977 16,390 5,222 
1978 14,163 5,816 
1979 11,346 6,829 


The decline in criminal prosecutions during 1978 and 1979 
and the accompanying decrease in prison sentences imposed 
nay begin to reverse this trend during 1980. 


Table 76 


Federal Probation Service 


Persons Received for Supervision of Supervision (Excludes Transfers) 
Twelve Month —*8 June . 1970, 1975-79 
Probationary Terms Institutional Release 

Twelve Total ; 

Months All U.S. Pretrial Mili- 

June 30 Received Total Court trate sion Total Parole | Release Parole | Parole 
BGO ccccse 21,821 14,566 13,579 366 621 7,255 4,313 2,784 sé ° 
1075 cccse 36,061 24,692 18,665 4,884 1,143 11,369 7,888 2,408 200 873 
SOUS cocece 35,102 25,444 18,375 5,358 1,711 9,658 6,286 1,935 232 1.205 
1977 ..... 35,098 25,320 17,561 5,678 2,081 9,778 5,222 2,521 289 1,746 
1978 ..... 34,808 | 23,615 15,668 5,812 2,135 11,193 5,816 | 3,298 171 | 1,908 
1979. 33,839 21,551 14,094 5,202 2,255 12,288 6,829 3,222 95 2,142 
Number 

Since 1978 -969 -2,064 “1,574 -610 120 1,095 1,013 -76 | -76 24 


j special Parole under provisions of DAPCA not effective until 1971 


U.S. Magistrete was U.S. Commissioner in 1970 
Pretrial Diversion, formeriy Deferred Prosecution 
333 
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Table E-1 in the appendix shows all persons received and 
removed during the twelve months ended June 30, 1979 by 
district. Table E-4 displays probationers received in each dis- 
trict on court-imposed terms by the length of the probation 
term to be served. 


Persons Removed from Supervis: on 2 :ses 

Excluding transfers, the number of persons who com- 
pleted their supervision or were removed from active to inac- 
tive status rose from 34,102 during the twelve months ending 
June 30, 1978 to 35,852 during the twelve months ending June 
30, 1979, an increase of 1,750 persons removed. Table E-7 in 
the appendix shows that persons removed during the past year 
for the first itme in that sentence (first removals) numbered 
33,943. Of this latter total, 28,541 or 84.1 percent were 
removed for reasons other than a new offense or violation of 
the conditions of supervision. 


Rates of Violation by Type of Supervision 

Analysis of Table E-7 by type of supervision reveals that 
probationers removed from terms imposed by district court 
judges and probationers removed from terms imposed by U. S. 


magistrates showed nearly equal percenteges of overall 
violation, 15.5 percent and 14.9 percent respectively. Court 
probationers, however, showed a higher rate of removals for 
new major crimes (3.7 percent compared to 1.8 percent for 


U.S. magistrates probation.) 


Concerniig institutional releases from court-imposed 
prison. terms, federal parole exhibited the highest violation 
rate overall with 1,360 violations of a total 5,425 removed 
(25.1 percent). Of these, 368 were violations as the result of 
involvement in new major offenses (a rate of 6.8 percent), 
also the highest for all types of supervision. Mandatory 
release showed a lower violation rate (13.4 percent) than 
parole. Special parole, while showing a higher overall viola- 
tion rate (17.2 percent) than mandatory release, had the same 
rate of persons removed for committing new major crimes 
(3.0 percent). These three types of parole differ considerably 
in certain aspe:us and this should be considered when compar- 
ing their relative rates of violation. 


Mandatory release is granted after an offender has served 
the maximum term required prior to a parole hearing, and 
because of this delay in parole, the ensuing post-release 
supervision is reduced by six months. Mandatory release, 
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therefore, is usually the shortest period of supervision after 
imprisonment; in some cases, it terminates in the same month 
that it commences. Releasees in this category have a shorter 
period in which to commit new offenses while under supervi- 
sicm, ani the overell violation rate could be expected to be 
lower than for other types of supervision following institu- 
tional release. 


A special parole term, on the other hand, is an additional 
period of parole supervision for drug offenders that begins 
after federal parole or mandatory release is completed. This 
lengthy period of continued supervision produces a high rate 
of technical violations not representing new offenses (12.7 
percent). Furthermore, special parolees are strictly 
monitored through periodic physical tests for signs of drug 
use, >esulting in violations that might go undetected for other 
types of offenders. 


Only eight persons removed from pretrial diversion 
supervision committed new major crimes, and 71 total viola- 
tions were reported for the 2,198 removals in this category. 
Persons are generally selected for pretrial diversion when the 
offense is relatively minor or non-violent and no evidence of 
a prior criminal record exists. These two factors help to 
reduce the rate of violations within this type of supervision. 


Finally, for the 184 removals of persons serving on mili- 
tary parole after release from a military institution, 182 were 
removed without violation and none were removed because of 
anew major crime. 


Cases and Motions Under Advisement in the District Courts 


1,117 matters on 
1979. As shown 


A total of 180 district judges reported 737 cases and 651 
motions held under advisement over 60 days. The majority of 
the matters reported (71.5 percent) had been held less than 


Table 77 
Destrict Judges Reporting on Cases Held Under Advisement as of Jame 30, 1979 
} 1— — 
or Juages 


Seventh ........ Ma ’ : 21 13 
Eagmah .......+- a ’ . zs 13 
TTT TTT 7 22 2 $7 is 
Temth .....046. 27 ° : 20 ? 


six months, while 19.4 percent had been held over six months 
but less than one year and 9.1 percent had been held over one 
year. 


Seven of the circuits reported fewer than 100 matters 
held over 60 days, while the Seventh Circuit reported 441 
matters, or 31.8 percent of the total. The other circuits 
reporting more than 100 matters were: the Sixth Circuit with 
279 matters (20.1 percent), the Second Circuit with 184 


Table 78 
Cases and Motions Held Under 
Advisement Over 60 Days 
On June 30, 1979 And Which Have Not Been Reported As Decided 
Tote! Heid over 69 deys Mei over 6 
Nelo ower mot more then mart he not sore Heid over 
60 days 6 months then | yeer i yeer 
C wrewt Cass §6Methee Cases | Meteo Cares | Motion Cases § Motlow 
. 

Total... acs be i 63! 560 43) im iss 6) 6) 
Dastriet of 
Cobemiee .. 6c 3 ’ 1 ’ ? . . . 
POPE cc ccccccee ra oe 33 2 - il 1 5 
ee " 106 “ ri 23 i 1 1 
20 “0 13 42 ? 5 - 1 
23 7 10 ’ 1 5 ‘ 3 
DED cccccececs oe 62 $5 $1 26 ‘ 23 t 
Beet . ccc cue a is a 16 22 6! 16 2 
Bewerth . cas 1” 105 323 62 ’ “ 5 ? 
ee 33 2 9 23 16 ‘ ‘ . 
ree 2 21 13 12 7 ’ 5 i 
ee 13 ’ ? 1 1 i . . 
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Cases and Motions Held Under Advucroent Over 60 Days 


— 


Number of Matters 


A 
Heid Over 60 Days on June 30, 1970-1979 
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in the number of district courts which provide this service. 
1979 the district courts in Arizona and the 
processed the largest number of passport applica 
5,037 and 4,626, respectively. 


Naturalization peti 
decreased 2 percent, f 
however, the number of 
over the previous y 
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141,963 in 1979. The Eastern District of New York reported 
the greatest number of aliens naturalized with 19,970 in the 
year ended June 30, 1979. 


Twenty-five years of pessporit and naturalization statis- 
tics are summarized in the accompanying table. Detailed data 
by district on the number of passport applications processed, 
the number of petitions oor ake naturalization filed, and the 
somber ef Chae Gatudiions datas Ge SPnam aeeles 
ended June 30, 1979 can be found in Appendix Table P-1. 


APPENDIX I 
DETAILED STATISTICAL TABLES 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 
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Table A-1 


Supreme Court of the United States 


Cases On Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining On Dockets 
at Conclusion of October Terms 1976, 1977, and 1978* 


Paid 
1976 
Cases on Docket. .....sseue> 4,7 ‘ 2,324 2,398 
DB ccccccccccecccs 3,918 2 1,852 2,064 
Remaining on Dockets ....... 812 6 472 334 
197? 
Cases on Docket... .« «ss euus 4,704 14 2,341 2,348 
B ccccccccccccess 3,867 3 1,911 1,953 
Remaining on Dockets ....... 837 il 430 396 
i978 
Cases on Docket... . sc cccuus 4,731 17 2,378 2,335 
Disposed of . . «6s ccccunes 3,838 - 1,954 1,985 
Remaining on Dockets ....... 792 17 425 350 
October Terms 
Cases 1976 1977 1978 
Argued Guring terM™ 2. cc ccc * 176 172 168 
Disposed of by full opinions... . 6 cc cece eee eweeeeeeee 184 153 *°153 
tol LA pated cpccccccccccceecoes 22 : ~ te 
OF PORTING 4 = 
Seated eclees Os O00 WTTTTTTITIIITITITT — 169 162 163 
Reviewed and decided without oral argument ........+++-> 207 129 110 
Total to be eveilable for argument 
at outset of following term .. «66 cece ce ceeecweeeees oe 75 79 


TABLE 6-1. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE “ONTH PERIOD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979. BY CIRCUIT 


CASES CASES CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING “’ SUBTISSION 
CASES CASES |DISPOSED/ DISPOSED OF - — 

⏑ CASES | CASES | PENDING AFF I R“ED REVERSED PERCENT 

CIRCLIT AND JULY 1 TERNI- | JUNE 30 or DIS- oR REVERSED 

NATURE OF PROCEEDING i978 NATED i978 GRANTED | SISSED | DENIED OR DENIED" 
ALL CIRCUITS vos 219) 18.928 17.939 7.°2s 462 1.548 226 16.5 
CRIMINAL 3.364 | 4.102) 4.320 3.166 2.361 52 283 33 10.3 
UNITED STATES CIVIL 3.983) 3.857 3.629 1.365 112 351 oe 18.5 
PRIVATE CIVIL 6.612 | 8.237) 7.175 7.874 2.678 225 633 77 14.9 
BANKRUPTCY . . 414 423 421 416 104 14 26 i 17.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 2.409 | 2.922! 2.602 2.729 596 6 192 49 21.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 126 2 $53 125 1 3 3 - - 
DISTRICT OF COLA™BIA. | 1.253 | 1.415] 1.310 1.358 278 17 6! 3s 15.5 
CRIMINAL . 114 103 133 a4 57 i 5 3 7.6 
UNITED STATES CIVIL 376 460 425 411 $1 J 26 11 19.4 
PRIVATE CIVIL 114 iss 116 be 32 2 J 3 114 
BANKRUPTCY I s - 4 2 1 - - - - 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 63” 666 608 695 97 s 22 21 14.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS € 28 24 10 - - - - - 
FIRST CIRCLIT._.. 323 599 622 300 251 14 ) 10 17.4 
CRIMINAL... — 73 120 107 ae 36 - 10 - 21.7 
UNITED STATES CIVIL...._.. 66 i114 140 40 62 2 15 5 17.9 
PRIVATE CIVIL . 117 256 258 115 114 s 24 5 15.9 
BANKRLPTCY....—s_sd.. 7 29 24 12 S - - - - 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 60 63 77 46 30 4 9 - 20.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... - 17 16 i - - - - - 
SECOND CIRCUIT 676 | 2.058/| 2.060 674 608 25 111 17 11.6 
CRIMINAL................. 183 443 467 159 277 6 23 4 7.4 
UNITED STATES CIVIL 117 307 322 102 145 4 18 1 10.7 
PRIVATE CIVIL.... - 283 o14 BAO 311 315 12 * . 14.3 
BANKRUPTCY................. 18 71 64 25 20 1 4 i 15.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 71 234 235 70 50 2 10 3 15.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS..... 4 a9 a6 7 i - - : - 


TABLE 8-1. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMENCED AND TERWINATED DURING THE THELNE SOA\TH PERIGD EXDED JUNE 30. 1978. BY CIRCUIT 


cases CASES CASES DISTFOSED GF AFTER HEARIWG GF SLE ISSICN 
ss CASES DISPOSED | DISPOSED & . - — 
DING, CASES | CaSES | PENDING! OF 5S) -ITRQT uerireD ERD ree ENT 
CIRCLIT aw Ly 1 ico. TER"! - JANE 30 -| SEARING OR om pis- a RN» 
MATLRE OF PROCEEDING 1976 |=EwED | MATTED 1979 | DATICN | SUBVISSICN | TOTAL ATED | TISSED | DENIED o=eA\IEP 

THIRD CIRCLIT 1.276 1.702] 1.616 1.162 392 eee 744 3 30 137 16 ms 
CRIWINAL 242 313 355 200 117 53 a5 165 2 15 3 st 
CSITED STATES CIVIL 329 377 ao2 785 4a i777 jaz 1% i3 2 5 15.4 
PRIVATE CIVIL is 713 bee 505 $3 aso 733 215 15 1 20.1 
SAMAR PTC 107 42 132 17 33 23 16 10 i 5 - 
ADMINISTRATIVE aPPEALS 130 207 Due 126 4 $5 6 32 2 4 “1 
ORIGINAL PROX EEDIVGS 1s 50 52 17 - 52 - - - - 

PORTH CIRCLIT 130 1.925] 1.763 1.670 173 435 695 510 z3 m4 2s 91 
CRITI SAL 310 276 277 309 sa me i157 14) 2 12 2 7.6 
UNITED STATES CIVIL 316 te] 3% a19 32 74 152 «9 . 45 i2 26 
PRIVATE CIVIL 672 1. “32 ae ea 53 a5 ate ote - 65 * 20 4 
BANARLPTVY - - - - - : - - - . - 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 145 262 160 ta? 34 63 63 “4 3 10 e i696 
ORIGINAL PROCEED! Vos 5 “4 $2 7 - 47 3 - 3 2 - 

FIFTY CIRCLIT 3.406 | 3.854] 3 02 5 ah 314 920 2.166 1.6530 9 372 27 17.2 
CRIMINAL *i5 915; 1.082 Tie “4 139 azo 709 21 4 5 3 
UNITED STATES CIVIL 515 583 See 519 53 1 342 254 19 6! ‘ iv 
PRIVATE CIVIL 1. 662 1.721 1.337 27. 006 is Ou «23 oe 65 tal it 22.0 
BANARLPTCY 49 117 53 113 5 17 31 21 2 ‘ - »* 
ADMINISTRATIVE. APPEALS ee | 430 335 aa9 57 135 149 100 12 2s 3 9 6 
ORIGINAL PROOCEPDIVGS 11 Ta 76 13 i 75 - . . . . 

SIXTH CIRCLIT 1.429 1 eee 1.639 2.095 132 59 e02 eos a9 tas 21 4 0 
CRIMINAL 259 364 401 242 21 vs 302 260 3 35 4 1.6 
UNITED STATES CIVIL 422 113 352 443 26 120 24 147 % 4! 7 20.1 
PRIVATE CIVIL aia an 627 1.020 46 227 354 263 25 $7 4 6.1 
BANARLPTCY Je 29 23 35 » 7 10 * 1 - . 
ADMINISTRATIVE. APPEALS 272 235 200 307 31 137 32 19 2 10 1 31.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4? u 30 ‘ 20 - - - - 


TABLE 8-1 UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COTENCED AND TEXWINATED PING THE THELSE SONTH PERIGD EXER AME De 1STS BC leL IT 


casts J — CASES DISPOSED GF AFTER SL RTINS IO 
cases CASES [Ol SPOS DISPOSED OF ’ ’ — 
PEIN] CASES | CASES | PEIN! oF OB) ITT ay ieeD = \ERND rem ENT 
CIR. IT «aw wLY 1 . T= - AME 30 -| SEARING Oe a pis om eee se 
MTLERE OF PROX EEDI™M 187s SwED | MATED 1979 | DATICN | SUBWISSICN | ⏑ 2 ioe SIE 

SEVENTH CIRCLIT 1.1 1.603 1.763 1.ome 413 533 757 574 31 143 I 19 
cma zs 336 367 64 131 Ts im 1” 2 17 1 1” 6 
CSITED STATES CIVIL aan z71 zee is «7 om — 101 2 91 
PRIVATE CIVIL 537 Tle 770 aa5 199 | oe 375 779 7 77 2 29.5 
aM PT 22 27 z2 27 3 ‘ i * 2 I . . 
APTN STRATIVE. APPEALS 1” Por) 206 132 11 16 77 as 3 22 ‘ mt 6 
GRIGI\AL PRO VEDI 10 43 $1 2 2 a9 . . . 

f)GrT™ Cie IT 549 970 1 1.a22 497 79 2783 550 422 ao ” 2 17.5 
cma. 122 177 217 «2 4 26 145 i127 2 14 7 
CNITED STATER CIVIL 143 2 Jeo 121 as $5 126 «9 * 2* 22.2 
PRIVATE CIVIL 7 435 430 233 a 16 231 74 10 we 1 99 
ADPUINISTRATIVE. APPEALS 52 100 $5 57 S as 46 wo * ~” 7 
GRIGINAL PROC EEDIWOS ‘ 20 20 4 2 i) . 

SINTH CIRTLIT > 7 3.090 | 2.551 4.057 $17 sre 1.225 915 on pea us 4 7 
Sibi — 712 Ts 7% 744 217 115 424 359 5 3! ” i206 
CAITED STATES CIVIL 5a3 479 $12 $5 lee 216 153 17 4! 7 i** 
PRIVATE CIVIL 1. 442 oe 760* 1.604 137 233 7 275 30 75 1* is 
SAMAR PTCY 120 %7 67? 190 13 20 24 — 3 J 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 471 71 x°7 5 52 les 161 110 13 a4 ‘ 2711 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 45 111 104 $2 3 101 - - 

TENT CI@CLIT 1. oa? 1.994 1. io 1.170 218 2% 632 451 73 ae 20 13.4 
CRITINAL 229 277 228 27% a3 8 127 110 * 7 2 5.5 
CSNITED STATES CIVIL 114 2 241 239 a4 se 146 oe Z1 22 7 4° 
PRIVATE CIVIL eas 497 6! 521 61 me 24 209 32 45 ‘ 15.3 
aeVARL PTC 47 20 32 35 10 3 17 7 5 4 - - 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS «9 106 102 $3 7 49 45 26 7 35 3 20.0 
ORIGINAL PROTEINS 14 26 42 4 2 a9 1 - i . 


* PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL “O™MBER OF CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OF SUBNISSION 15 LESS THAN 25 ‘WO PERCENTAGES OF 
CASES SEVERSED OF DENIED HAS BEEN COUPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS AUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPT *'S. NOR Have THEY 
BEEN INCLADED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED OF DENIED 
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TABLE 83. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 


SOLSCE OF APPEALS 4ND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COTEMED CF CIRCLIT 
FOR THE TMELVE SONTH PERIGCNS EDED AN 30. 1975. 1976. 1977 1978. aw 1979 


- 
=~ RF | 9975 1976 1977 1976 187s 
= — 
FOURTH CIRCLIT i309 1 264 1 6s 1.644 1.925 
= 
AR) LAND | 2s 2! 26! 323 236 
WORTH CAROL IN« | 
EASTER |; ou 77 “es 105 138 
“1D0LF as 7 72 ee 65 
“ESTERS 76 104 1 vs $2 
SOUTH CaROLIN« 1M 165 1S! 128 162 
VIRGINIA 
EASTER 360 aaa Sis oe? S94 
wESTERS $3 75 1s 176 164 
eEST VIRGINIA 
NORTHERS 45 35 43 41 ss 
SOUTHERS | * 62 eo 7? ee 
BANERLPTCY s 3 ‘4 
THE Tak COURT OF THE UNITED STaTES 16 14 13 9 17 
\aTIOMAL LABOR RELATIONS SOaRD 22 4? 27 35 of 
aL) OTHER SOaRDS aD) COW™ISSIONS ) — ee 7 127 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS i! Mu 34 24 54 
FIFTH CIRCLEIT | 3.292 3.629 3.563 3.907 3 eM 
AL apa 
NORTHERS 144 172 is 177 175 
IDOLE 72 7 72 Ls) 69 
SOUTRERS 62 $2 60 63 7 
FLORIDA 
VORTHERS Se 6? 70 71 6? 
“I100LE 2607 232 197 ze 327 
SOUTHERS 423 430 The 392 a8) 
GEDRG IA 
NORTHERS 333 302 306 329 
IDOLE / 106 102 120 74 * 
SOU THERS ) 73 73 4&2 4? 71 
LOL TSI ANa 
CASTERS «a7 325 ae 282 
“IDOLE “ $3 FT $$ $1 
wESTERS 105 132 i 117 135 
TISSISSIPP! 
NORTHERS 71 74 73 58 50 
SOUTHERS a 112 $3 $1 152 
TEAAS 
NORTHERS 296 330 300 316 279 
EASTERS 76 * 73 73 77 
SOUTHERS 306 322 306 339 322 
«ESTERS Pe 235 233 240 230 
CANAL ZONE / on 13 2 33 38 
BANKRUPTCY 30 “e “o s4 117 
THE Tak COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 34 ae 7 35 42 
\ATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS GOARD 72 7 ae 123 106 
ALL OTWER BOARDS aND COMTISSIONS 179 1% 234 202 260 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 43 67? oe 6? “s 
SIxTe Cleclirt [ ame 1.628 1.627 1.795 1 eee 
KENTUCKY | 
EASTERN | 424 113 107 1% 107 
eR 109 as i128 133 
ORTIGAS 
LASTERS 26) 340 983 364 ave 
wESTERS 4) ae $2 ae 47 
ono | 
NORTWERS 243 264 304 24! 265 
SOU THERS | 6I 207 295 216 289 
TENNESSER 
EASTERS 123 54 ve 106 113 
+1 00LE as 75 97 oo me 
eESTERS 120 124 103 138 1$0 
BANKRLPTCY 5 21 26 26 20 
THE Tak COLRT OF THE UNITED STATES it 21 21 26 24 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS seed 75 105 103 #9 117 
ALL OTHER BOARDS aND COW OI SS IONS 59 eo 143 66 os 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 26 27 26 20 34 
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TABLE B3. UNITED STATES Ci*08TS OF APPEALS 


SARE OF aPPEALS 2 GRIGISAL MS COTEMED. 8 CIRCTLIT 
POR THE TRELVE SOOTH FPERIGES OED AWN BO. 1875S 1976 ISTT. 1976. aD eTeS 
See 1975 1976 1977 sve e738 
SENT CIRTLIT 1.170 1 267 1 36 1 7 1.603 
MiLI~ors 
S28 S26 €27 732 7 
Corte $0 oF vi as 57 
soc Tw $3 60 63 190 102 
IwDla™Ne 
OFT $2 ms 138 i” 153 
SO THER 17 1601 130 os iM 
1 SCONES IS 
tasTEes 7 we 120 i” 104 
—=—STER 33 “ 34 42 at 
Ct Se) ia 33 2s 22 77 
TSE Tak COURT OF THE UNITED STeTES is 14 i3 13 7) 
“ATIONSL LABOF SELATIONS SOeRD 60 63 ot 4 im 
al. CTWER GOaRTS a) COMP ot 54 73 78 
ORIGINAL PROCEED! “OS $s 7 31 77 43 
form CIeCLIT iow 1.080 1.123 ae $70 
aRhaNSAS 
caSTERs $1 102 101 ee 103 
-ESTURS 31 2 Be 34 42 
[Oma 
WOrTWERS 33 $$ 47 ae — 
SOU TWERS ee $s “4 es 
=] WWEROTS iu 1% is? 148 149 
“ISSOU8! 
LASTERS 231 246 238 244 217 
ESTERS 166 132 161 120 os 
VER ASEM oe $3 121 77 75 
NOPTH DakOTs a» a 37 37 45 
SOUTH DanoTs 42 46 42 $3 $1 
SAMERLPTCY . 1 3 
THE Tak COURT OF THE UNITED STaTES 22 7 i . 1s 
“ATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS SOARED 40 31 “4 42 62 
ALL OTWER 8OaRDS aD COMM SS TONS 32 a3 46 x» 23 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDIWOS 2 2 22 9 20 
SIvTHW CIRCLIT 2.73% 2.907 2.905 .o7- 3.010 
ALASEA 25 Me se #2 45 
aR! 70NA 244 300 256 237 244 
CALIFORNIA 
332 403 416 430 382 
EASTERS 163 103 ** 113 100 
CENTRAL 5268 $50 ses 602 61! 
SOUTMEF’. 34) 21 274 2783 1” 
Hawall “ a3 * 6s 69 
1 Dano 2 Sa “4 37 63 
wIvT — 37 $1 56 CS) 49 
VEV ana $3 95 $2 10) me 
142 i129 1” 151 151 
waSe | NOTON 
LASTERS 32 40 42 $i 42 
WESTER 135 167 6 203 271 
an 4 ie 17 37 20 
WORTHERS SART ANG 2 
BAVERL PTY av 67 #e ae 
THE Tak COURT OF THE UNITED STATES oe 65 4? a) me 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS 8O4RD iti 6 150 165 
ALL OTHER 804RDK aND COM! SS TONS 228 287 217 216 220 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 1058 107 ni) 100 tt 
TENTH CIRCUIT 20 1.190 1.128 1.189 1.1% 
COLORADO 162 v8 231 213 
KANGaS 227 168 i768 > 14) 
we Walco 120 132 149 45 179 
NORTWERS 50 6? “4 T° 56 
LASTER 3 31 1 ch) 75 
ESTERS v4 209 199 210 ee 
CT" “4 107 oo 120 100 
evo"! 
BANERL PTCY 30 4) 2 50) 20 
TWE TAK COURT OF THE UNITED STaTER ? . 15 12 - 
VATION LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 16 20 20 40 6 
ALL OTWEP BOARDS aD COMYI SS IONS 39 49 4) a? 6! 


TABLE B4. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


MEDIAN TIME I©cCERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER BEARING OR SUBNISSION. BY CIRCLIT 


1979 


DURING THE THELVE “ONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 
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TABLE 87. UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FRON THE US. DISTRICT COURTS BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE TWELVE SONTH PERIOD EWED JUN. 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE roa | 0.c. | Fimst| secon) Term] rourrs| FirTe| sixts e1ours | xinte | Texts 
TOTAL CASES 16.322 | 721 | 490] 1.666] 1.403] 1.669] 3.229] 1.600] 1.325] 850] 2.331 | 1.040 
TOTAL CRININAL CASES 4.102 | 103 | 120] 443] 3:3] 276] gis] 354] 336] oa77 |) omes | oat? 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 12.220 | 618 | 370] 1.221] 1.090] 1.993] 2.314] 1.266] 909] 673] 3.563] 763 
UNITED STATES CASES 3.983 | «60] 114] 307] a77) 361) sea) 43] =o2m1 |) za8 |) se | 26s 
UNITED STATES PLAINTIFF 720 | 16] wi] 6) sf sz]  s27] se] oo] 62] i122] 7% 
NEGOTIABLE. INSTRUMENTS 20 2 . : 3 3 . 2 3 3 3 
OTWER CONTRACT ACTIONS * 14 2 é 2 . 
CONDENNATION OF LAND 42 . . . : 3 13 ‘ 3 7 5 ‘ 
OTWER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 2 . ‘ - ‘ 2 4 . ‘ 6 ‘ 
PERSONEL PROPERTY TORT ACT'ONS : . ‘ , 3 . . . . 
CIVIL RIGHTS — “9 . 2 2 é 6 ‘| 3 2 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. 30 . . 2 3 ‘ 2 2 5 5 2 
LABOR SANAGENENT RELATIONS ACT 16 : 5 2 3 . 
SECURITIES. COMMODITIES AND 
EXCHANGES J 32 2} 13 3 2 3 . 2 - ‘ 2 
TAX SUITS 210 : 2 J 2 ss} 2] 1 s|} «| « 
ALL OTHER 239 | 2 1 *ꝛa 2 a7] |e 17 
UNITED STATES DEFENDANT | 3.263 | 444 | 98] 266) 312] 3906] 466) a57| ain] a6] sen | tee 
CONTRACT ACTIONS iss | 6 6} 12) = 22 4 22 7 6 ‘| 2] 2 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 62 7 3 3 5 $ : 3 2) i? rr 
TORT ACTIONS s08 | 2 16 70) 2] wl) oat sf 17 
CIVIL RIGHTS 432 | 117 s| wl «) | 2 7] is} 8] * 6 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
SOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 9 | ¢| so} 22] 7% ai) om] 12] oat] ws 12 
HABEAS CORPUS. | 214 7 6| wl os 14 32} 2] i) i2] 3] 2 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 102 | 13 et) ee? i 9} 12 2 6 10 
OTWER PRISONER PETIONS 70 ‘ -| 3 6 6 2 2 ‘ 5 7 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAMS —2 2) 0] 
TAX SUITS 206 | i . | ee) et sv} 7] 19) 36 12 
ALL OTHER 148 | 221 | 15) s8]) 0 Se] ss} at] at] aa] |e 
PRIVATE CASES 237 | 156 | 256] 914] 713] 1.032] 1.721] 633] 718] 435] 960] 497 


TABLE 87. UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OF OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING PROT THE ©.S. DISTRICT COURTS GY CIRCUIT 
POR THE TWELVE MONTE PERIOD D@ED JUN. 30. 1579 
CIRCUIT 
NATURE OF SUIT OF OFFIDGE ToT. | OC | vinst | seome | rain |rourre | rire | suxte | severe |esarrs | suers | rors 
FEDERAL QUESTION 6.208 103 198 691 ane ees | 1.271 tte 542 311 730 MI 
SARINE CONTRACT 115 - 3 33 3 ‘ s? 1 3 2 ? . 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS * ‘ ‘ 1s s ‘ 2s ‘ 3 ‘ 1s 3 
EXPLOVERS LIABILITY 4cT 24 - - 2 2 ‘ ‘ 1 1 2 ‘ ‘ 
“ARINE DNIURY 157 - — 1s ‘ “4 3 3 . “4 - 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 231 : s 2 6 10 1 10 8 s is ‘ 
ANTITRUST 774 1s ? M 7 1s 40 zs * 1S ** T 
CIVIL RIGHTS 1.795 33 * 168 163 i33 391 183 * 104 1s #2 
PRISOMER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS #59 ' 12 $3 31 6 210 187 42 “ 7 J— 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 1.088 s is $2 8) +6! we 15 * ** 33 
OTSER PRISOMER PETITIONS * s i t T . $ 2 3 2 T 
LABOR SANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 276 ? 1J 37 37 8 ot 32 2 it) “ T 
LABOR “ANAGEMENT REPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE acT 4“ 2 . 10 3 ‘ 2 ‘ 2 i 1s ! 
RATLEAY LABOR ACT 4! " - é 1 S T 2 ‘ 3 7 i 
COPYRIGHT. PATENT. & TRADEMARK 232 ‘ ? ue 4 10 28 ‘ $2 ‘ 4 ‘ 
SECURITIES. COMNOOITIES 6 ExcH 28! 5 2 91 20 2 “4 is us 12 * J 
ALL OTMER 672 17 * 7 30 63 12 60 * $1 115 “ 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 1.991 $$ ue 223 202 163 444 165 1% 124 223 1% 
INS. RANE ote . oF 17 26 20 oe 23 9 22 43 14 
OTWER CONTRACT ACTIONS #6! 6 19 TT “9 71 183 $3 #2 $2 * 72 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 6 2 ! 2 2 ‘6 20 ‘ ‘ 2 , 4 
PERSONAL INJURY - SOTOR 
VENICL”E 15! 2 ‘ 4 22 4 #0 10 12 13 ’ 10 
PERSONAL INJURY - OTHER 208 T ‘ 24 20 14 4 24 13 20 10 24 
OTMER TORT aCTIONS 415 13 20 “ rT ae 73 0 7 1s ow 22 
ALL. OTHER 9 . . . . - 9 . . . . 
GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 3 . - . 27 - ‘ . - : ij 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 10 . . . 3 3 . . . 2 . 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ‘ . . . ‘ . . . . . . . 
TORT acTIONS T . . - 10 . . . - . ' . 
PRISONER PETITIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . 
ALL. OTHER 13 . . ‘ . 3 . . . 2 . 
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TABLE Cl. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 


| TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES | PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 
PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING 
JUNE 30 cot TERMI- | JUNE 30 | JUNE 30 COA- TERNI- | JUNE 30] JUNE 30 COn- TERMI - | JUNE 30 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 19768 MENCED | NATFD 1979 i978 “ENCED | NATED i973 1978 NATED is7Ts 
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS. | 166.462] 154.666 | 143.323 | 177.805 | 47.460 | 55.840 | 47.184 | 56.116] 119.002 | 98.826 | 96.139 | 121.689 
DISTRICT OF COUMBIA. | 1.989] 3.121 | 2.762] 2.368] 1.125] 1.974] JI.555] 1.544 ses | 1.147 | 3.207) 804 
FIRST CIRCUIT 18.037} 7.396] 9.629] 15.804] 2.669 | 2.330] 2.181 | 2.798] 15.388] 5.066 | 7.4468) 13.006 

MAINE. .._... 551 495 340 616 244 174 146 278 307 231 260 
MASSACHUSETTS 14.265] 2.758] 5.303] 11.720] 1.326 772 696 | 1.402/ 12.939] 1.986 | 4.607 | 10.318 
NE* HAMPSHIRE. 461 484 447 498 BA 137 122 103 373 M47 325 395 
RHODE ISLAND 903 757 658 002 133 197 144 246 710 560 514 7s 
PUERTO RICO 1.857/ 2.992] 2.881] 1.968 798 | 1.050] 1.079 769| 1.059} 1.942] 1.802/ 1.199 
SECOND CIRCUIT 16.322] 14.050 | 13.244] 17.128] 3.260 | 3.812] 3.282 | 3.790] 13.062] 10.238 | 9.962/| 13.338 
CONNECTICUT : 2.431 1.834 1.553 2.712 453 316 495 574 1.978 1.218 i.os6 2.138 
NE* YORK NORTHERS. $33 812 625 1.120 231 216 154 233 702 596 471 627 
NEx YORK EASTERN 3.656] 3.147] 3.021] 3.782] 1.067] 1.265] 1.129] 1.203) 2.569] 1.682] 1.692/ 2.579 
NEx YORK SOUTHERN 7.884| 6.896 | 6.801] 7.979] 1.083] 1.133} 1.637] 1.179] 6.801] 5.763 | 5.764) 6.800 
NEx YORK WESTERN 1.129] 1.069 953} 1.245 326 459 343 442 803 610 610 803 
VERMONT 289 292 291 290 100 123 124 93 189 169 167 191 
THIRD CIRCUIT 12.188] 13.286 | 13.487/ 11.987| 2.353] 3.829 | 3.863 | 2.319) 9.835] 9.457 | 9.624) 9.668 
DELAWARE. $37 604 560 581 101 192 156 137 436 412 404 444 
NEx JERSEY | 3.001| 3.785 | 3.740] 3.046 796 | 1.389 | 1.392 793} 2.205] 2.396 | 2.348) 2.253 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 4.553| *.793| 4.723) 4.623 618 832 853 597| 3.935 | 3.961 | 3.870| 4.026 
PENNSYLVANIA MIDOLE 1.054) 1.555] 1.556] 1.053 379 813 821 371 675 742 735 662 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 1.923) 1.910] 2.145] 1.688 430 587 62! 396| 1.493] 1.323 | 1.524) 1.292 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1.120 639 763 996 29 16 20 25} 1.091 623 743 971 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 13.209} 14.561 | 13.634] 14.196 | 4.686 | 5.259] 4.9168 | 5.227| 8.323] 9.302 | 8.716| 8.909 
MARYLAND I 2.191) 2.688 | 2.447] 2.432 $71 823 806 ses| 1.620] 1.665 | 1.661) 1.644 
NO. CAROLINA EASTERN 856) 1.399 | 1.071] *.184 334 594 410 5i8 $22 805 661 666 
NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE. 821 836 712 945 220 373 317 276 601 463 395 669 
NO. CAROLINA WESTERN. 540 774 688 “46 133 297 262 148 407 477 406 478 
SOUTH CAROLINA... .. 2.310| 2.343] 2.097] 2.556 947 | 1.064 996 | 1.013) 1.363) 1.279 | 1.099) 1.543 
VIRGINIA EASTERN. 1.613} 3.120] 3.035] 1.698 263 649 635 377| 1.250] 2.471 | 2.400/ 1.321 
VIRGINIA WESTERN 979; 1.683 | 1.409] 1.253 306 678 $32 452 673 | 1.005 877 801 
*. VIRGINIA NORTHERN. 637 475 453 659 229 152 93 288 408 323 360 371 

W. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN. | 3.262] 1.243 | 1.722] 2.783 | 1.783 629 e45 | 1.567| 1.479 614 877_ 


TABLE Cl. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COPEMED. THERTINATED AWD PEODING FOR THE THELVE SONTE PERIGCD DOED JUNE FO. 15979 


— — — — — — — a 


TWTe. CIVIL Cases vs CIVIL Cases : PRIVATE CIVIL Cases 

| — — —cCcccCccnr > — — — — = * J | — — 

PENDING | PEXD ING PENDING reaoING POON : PENDING 

JUNE 30 =  TE=l- ANE BO ANE BO Go- TE- ANE SO AME DO | GF- | Te! - ANE 3 

CIMLIT aw’ DISTRICT 1976 =D ATED i373 1976s —=NCED “Tw is7s — —— isve =D NATED 1379 
[Ts CImcnt 60.230 | 36.193 | 33.219 | 465.164 | 12.217 | 33.290) 10.3331 15.094] 27.993] 24.963 | 22.666] 30.090 
AAR" OTR } ; | — 1.815 1. 374 *ta 475 $357 2e2 1.137 1.233 1.2 | oe 
‘ames TIS De | om aD) 4 7 244 zz2 Te 22 7s ous 373 
484% SOOTHER 1 Ts 7a3 S14 v4 142 14) 7s 384 617 2 4279 
LORI Oa OTTERS 416 “a2 Tes 45% th 22 262 141 BOS 540 $27 a18 
riLopima leas ; g 5 3 aM >. 386 3.373 630 1. 229 1. oT 1. ve 2.735 1.oe7 2.281 2.471 
LOFifba SOU TERS | 6.26 6 oe 47 1.1 6.085 4 > 2.63) 7.978 1.943 2.318 2.045 2.236 
Oe la 2.626 2.7735 -_ 2.845 $35 713 717 —X 2.033 2.060 1 e4) 2.312 
GQeecia TIS pet 2* 7 ee Sete 116 263 24! 1a 416 +65 $55 426 
ia STRESS aes 1 oe + oie 202 345 260 267 707 4 te $1 
LAR 181 4N4 CASTERS 5.96 4. 685 4.0m 6.335 44* Ta! Sts 620 5. a6 3.oae4 3.537 5. 885 
Le 1h ane SIO $5 Se “a7 TOs s7 1a3 $2 ** 46* 435 355 eo» 
LAX 181 4N4 VESTER 1.635 1.610 1.320 1.325 235 495 420 370 | 1.340 1.315 1.300 1.335 
=[SS/S81F7) MOTTE. oi) ae *4 £16 2a? a6 291 292 $33 544 $73 $24 
[ISS 981FP! SO THES 1. 200 ;.ou 1.442 1.532 Bes a S76 442 1.018 sis *4 1.o7e 
TEAS WORTHERS 3. 100 2.579 2.23¢ 3.420 607 625 584 e7e 2.499 1.4 1. 7e5 2.742 
TEAS LASTER 2.325 1.328 } $ 2.168 47) 4275 tet S30 1.434 1.903 eo 1.6o6 
TELA SO THES 4. 49) 3.3570 3.165 4 #96 TaD a7) Tvs e776 3.78 2.2 2.387 4.020 
TEAS WESTER 1. 501 |. 2z3 1.208 1.613 409 $50 489 548 1.012 773 721 1 
canal. Pow Sa $35 422 6382 34 27 17 44 SOS Soe a8 i 
SIKTH CIMLIT 1s. oe 6. 542 14.292 >. 866 7.632 7 10% 5. 552 > 169 10 oe % 43) & Te 1: 639 
SENTLCRY CASTERS 3. 6e7 1 O82 94) 5 ame 2.978 7i7 652 ». a7 709 37% ZS) Tes 
SENTLCRY WESTER 1. 363 wae O* | |. 2s 478 345 AD eS) aes 679 eve 64 
=!(#1GaS EASTERS 4 606 4 300 4.070 5.476 1.225 2.242 1.404 2.030 3.291 27.0.8 ?.6s > 420 
[1° 81GaS StS TERS 1 657 945 64) 2.361 775 Ps) 195 1 Ore 1. O82 519 44e 1.355 
#10 SOFTER 2.464 3.077 2.517 3.214 737 1.225 $3) 1.o3) 1.o177 1.es2 1. oe 2.163 
HO STWR >. 242 2.632 2.2771 2.7z3 430 1.o21 oe vue 1.512 1.321 1 oe 1.727 
TENWSS? CASTERS o 1.1% 1. O82 ‘ae 149 “Ce 3277 1% 3498 770 735 24 
⏑ — 763 76! 773 7$1 775 2a 340 223 4ee 479 439 S26 
TENMASE? oF ETERS ie 1. oo ose a7) 165 407 5 2467 639 6000 ere 624 
SEVENTH CIMLIT 10.705 11. 352 10.075 11. 9a2 2.579 3.269 2.842 2.906 s.126 6 103 7.233 * ome 
ILLINOIS “OerTWe 4.535 5. ee 4.992 4.911 653 eo! aia 730 5 ee 4.467 4.1v% 4.971 
1LLIWOTS CENTRAL aie ane 670 Te 34s 413 335 245 471 473 335 529 
ILLINOIS SOO THES 713 60s 710 1.069 159 243 228 355 354 52 4a2 704 
Iwi ANS NOWTWERS 1. 333 1.299 $50 1. 662 44 soe 356 607 evs 770 so ves 
I~Dl ae SOL TERS 1 408 1 oe 1.333 1.679 379 622 $3) 420 1.199 942 602 1.2759 
+I SCONSIS EASTERN 1.001 945 946 1.390 342 365 eS oa? 769 Set Ml 764 
+I SOOWS |S WES TERS } 746 65 474 637 204 2* 213 277 452 eo 26) “oe 


TAB E Cl. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COPENMCED. TRESINATED AND PENDING FOR THE THELVE “ONTE PEXIGD EODED JUNE 30. 1979 


ToTal CIVIL CaSES J US CIVIL Cases L PRIVATE CIVIL CaSES 
PENDING 
JUNE 30 
CIRCLIT aND DISTRICT 1976 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 9.5% | 9.217 | 6.405 | 10.368 | 2.629 | 3.762 | 3.357 | 3.274 | 6.727 5.455 |S.088 | 7.07 
ARLANSAS EASTERN 1.730 | 1.166 1.062 | 1.734 437 406 424 419 | 1.283 760 728 1.355 
ARLANSAS “ESTERS 79) sé 476 eS! 306 239 160 MS 485 297 wee 466 
1Gea “ORTHERS 200 pvt) 342 27 6+ 139 125 212 210 217 205 
1Gea SOUTHERN T29 69! S62 *6e 169 314 252 231 S70 377 310 637 
=) WNESOTA 1oe2 | 1.326 1.305 | 1.703 475 596 473 600 | 1.207 728 “22 1.103 
ISSR) EASTER 1.138 1.753 1.613 | 1.269 24 S39 $32 at. e77 1.212 | 1.081 1.008 
TSS.) LESTER 1739 | 1.605 1.625 | 1.939 eo TT 650 Tes | 6106! ee? 77s 1.173 
NERRASAS Te? av6 — 907 201 Par * 251 * 2 S28 6% 
OWTH DaawTs m7 as 312 243 «3 1-6 151 128 164 152 161 15S 
STH DaeoTs 410 Ss 2$2 $27 1” 135 102 171 772 2M 190 1s 
SINTH CIRCUIT 16.756 | 16.945 [97.292 | 20.007 | 6.228 en | 6.708 7.651 | 12.537 [10.600 [s0.ses | 12.756 
alaska $27 4s? Mes 620 hs 156 121 7m x28 2 233 184 3 
ami 20K 1.660 | 1.257 1.171 1 S42 610 469 oss | 61 .Ose 747 642 1.163 
CALIPORS 1 4 NORTHERS 3.064 | 3.168 3.242 | 2.971 6 1 1.083 $i2 | 2.2% 1.932 | 2.168 | 2.059 
CALIFORNIA CASTERS 1.463 | 1.09% 1.145 | 1.408 649 549 S64 676 774 $42 Se 733 
CALIPORNI A CENTRAL 4.64) | 5.222 5.463 | 4.380 1.441 2.004 | 2.035 1.008 | 3.200 | 3.218 406 | 2.972 
CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 1on | 1.498 1.230 | 1.276 453 1.637 413 677? $$? 61 417 601 
Haeall a6 $77? 425 1.024 - 115 * 2728 7s 462 34 7** 
Damo | 655 sia 67s 262 tae 26! * 776 267 233 310 
HINT ANA +“ 471 408 $51 140 rT?) 145 175 346 29) 263 376 
wate $12 sae ae ete i37 153 125 165 475 wes 373 «97 
onan 1.255 1.327 1.108 1.473 326 412 wa +“ 927 $15 605 1.o37 
ASH WOTTON EASTER we 426 335 397 205 217 149 2773 ze 211 1” 324 
eASH INGTON ofS TERN 1 74! 1.714 1.163 | 2.272 645 am +66 1.003 | 1.036 «90 717 1.268 
aa 374 3 127 590 191 206 De 419 163 a? or 171 
NOWTMERS “ap! aN as 23 * —* $$ . i . 1 23 “2 ss 4 
TENTH CIRCUIT 6.090 | 6.007 7.204 | 7.619 1.709 | 3.165 | 2.690 | 2.206 | S088 4.042 | 4.68 $308 
COLOmADO 1.522 | 1.909 1.465 | 1.626 538 440 420 | 1.200 1.031 i. 1.206 
KaNRaAS 1.994 1. 1.547 1.96 $10 eee 630 542 +e a? 217 1.404 
ws WAlco 732 1.067 1.003 Toe i798 aia 264 208 $53 733 79 sey 
ORL ANOMA NORTHERN $57 790 $17 430 is 374 1a? MS 88 46 330 4a5 
OALano™ CASTERS 144 416 33; 166 1 Oe $2 233 2% 2730 239 
OALANO™,: ESTERS oie 1.465 i.317 1.062 241 574 $24 291 673 #9) 733 771 
74 710 TRO 693 797 190 ora 279 279 $20 412 4 518 
A — is 28 326 215 a9 147 120 66 19 alt 206 149 


TABLE Ci. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COPPEMCED. SY BASIS GF JURISDICTICN AND NATURE OF SLIT 
FOR THE TSELVE SONTH PERIGNS EXWED ALNME 30. 1976 AND 1979 


197s 
MTL @ MIT | ts cases | PRIVATE Cases 
FEDERAL | DIVERSITY OF LOCAL, 
ys76| vorat | PLar~Tirr | ceremanT on | CITIzexsaiP | sU«1spIcTion 
ToTal CASES 36.770 1154. 666 31 003 24.637 | 63.221 34.491 11M 
CONTRACT ACTIONS TOTAL 25.728] 36.698 13.668 722 5.6% 16.583 “9 
INSURANCE 3.265| 3.343 16 * 2* 3.215 é 
tan INE 4.013| 4 681 30 22 4.629 : : 
SILLER act $71 ase : : 686 ‘ ‘ 
NELOT 1 ABLE INSTRUMENTS 2.139] 2.266 1.399 12 J 635 12 
SECOVERY OF OVERPAY“ENTS AND EXFORCEXEDT OF JuDce~Ts | 1.656] 8.254 9 010 30 ‘ 208 2 
OTWER CONTRACT ACTIONS 13 464] 16 468 3.393 Sm 101 12.325 69 $ 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ToTsL 12.761] 11.676 6.753 $73 1476 1.017 el 
CONDENAATION OF LAND 7.021| 5.599 $.275 175 142 ‘ ' 
PORECLOS( RE 4.059] 4.711 3.238 : 1.161 261 31 
SENT LEASE 4D EJECTENT 3134 273 109 16 : 141 ? 
TORTS TO Law® 42 +64 —* 4 167 200 , 
OT? SEAL PROPERTY acTiO“S eos es) 97 16 Po) 7 
TORT acTIONS ToTAL 26.375!) 28.901 164 3.250 6.353 16.688 246 
reRwraL TNR 
— — — 97s) 1.701 . 104 3 1.079 10 
ASSAlLT LIM aND SLANDER 692 627 : 6 23 41 ? 
EXPLOVERS LIABILITY act 1.494] 1.540 ; : 1.540 : . 
AR INE 4.643] 4.905 . 160 3.715 1.025 $ 
wre venice 5.a79| 5.991 . $25 28 $370 6 
SDC AL ALPRACTICE 3a $00 : 168 . 330 2 
OTWER PERSONAL [NJURY 7.718] 9.162 : 1.967 * 6.999 122 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 
PRALD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 2.675! 2.980 110 TT 2.340 508 ‘ 
OTWER PERS Nal PROPERTY DasACE 1754) 1.965 252 395 1.036 28 
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OR THE THELVE SONTW PERIC§“N EMED ANE 30 


TABLE C-3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


(ASS COPTSEMED. Fi MATLRE GF SLIT 


1979 


aND DISTRICT 


CIRLIT aw DISTRICT 


TOTAL aii DISTRICTS 


DISTRICT OF CTHA™BIa 


FIRST CIRCLIT 


“Iw 

“ASSaC WUSETTS 
“E> HA“PSH1 RE 
eee. 1S_LAND 
PLEFTO FICO 


SECOND CIRCLIT 


(NE TiCLT 

“> YORK NOPTHERS 
“E> YORK CASTERS 
“> YORK SOUTWERS 
We YORK SESTERS 
VEREINT 


THIRD CI®CLIT 


Ob] Aw ARE 

“Oe JERSEY 
PENNSYLVANIT 4 EASTERN 
PENNSYLVANIA SIDOLE 
PENNSYLVANIA SESTERN 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 


Pe 


vate 


CASES 


PRI SNE PETITIO’NS 
svTOR 
ToT al sapiwe | VERIO OTWER 

reivarTe PERSONAL (PERSO. al TORT ANT! rivil 

Nour NUR ey lacTIONs | TRUST jeloeTs 
445 . 11.656) 1 29a] 7.923 81.095 ie 3.359 nee 16 Oe 
1 44? 296 | 13 ® ; 39 44 45 13 24 é a 40 3 22 14 ue 

4 2 
5 one 916 tae $1 173 176 431 * 14 609 399 150 216 4 iss 243 207 
231 ? 2 i2 4 is of 10 3 Qe i4 7 11 7 2 
| one 424 $ 33 its $ 26S 37 21 205 2 69 63 2 oo 1% 3 
347 85 é 43 11 5 35 1 22 2 18 8 1 
SS ae) 101 3 13 22 43 35 | . 169 2 21 $7 20 ot — 
i 942 220 173 a) 17 $1 é + 172 a) 24 6! 2 14 2 . 
10 Zeal 3 O86 41 2 a3) 340 74! 420 168 * 50 595 es? 5 76* 241 oe 
— — 

126 3 7 3 ct) 132 208 13 Tr $ $$ 1% i %4 ae “7 
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OTOR VEHICLE PERSONAL INJURY $25 244 261 as if 77 72 $ Mw? 
CTWER PERSOMAL INJURY 1.699 36 861 420 254 167 169 m6 nO 
aon 433 236 195 101 67 27 24 3 662 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTI 50 21 29 i“ é 9 , - 60 
CIVIL RIGHTS 1,536 $44 994 606 263 183 175 s ues 
DEPORTATION 15S 60 75 $4 4 ? é 1 as 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
UTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 1.650 264] 1.566] 1.531 10 25 23 2 4 
PAROLE BOARD REV1E» J 106 16 90 6s 1 i 1 : ° 
PRISON OFFICIALS - HABEAS CORPUS 1.597 08 | 3.409) 1.943 29 37 7 . 23 
PRISON OFFICIALS - “ANDAMUS. ETC 342 “ 298 266 é é $ , 7 
CIVIL RIGHTS | 568 66 $02 472 “4 16 “4 2 26 
LIQUOR PORFEITURES —— 12 i rT ? i 4 4 - 2.0 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 2.901 | 1.767 | 1.936 666 16 120 16 ‘ 41 
NARCOTIC ADOICT REHABILITATION ACT $$ $1 ‘ ‘ : . : : : 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS 1.175 666 $09 262 175 $2 $2 . a4 
OTWER LABOR LITIGATION 750 427 323 222 50 5) 49 2 6s 
SELECTIVE SERVICE act i : i 1 . . . : : 
SOCTAL SECURITY Laws 9.252 2.234 | 7.018 6.769 226 23 22 1 2 
TAX SUITS 3.235 | 1.382/| 1.653) 1.552 339 362 304 On 2 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS 3.647 | 1.625 | 2.022 $25 311 186 179 : $1 


= 
Ss 


POR THE TWELVE NONTH PERIOD EWED JUNE 30. 1979 
COURT ACTION 
TRING OR AFTER TRIAL 
“oO BURING 
COURT OR aPTER NON - 
NATURE OF SUIT TOTAL | ACTIGN | TOTAL |PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY JURY | TRIAL 
FEDERAL QUESTION 62.936 | 24.860 | 38.076] 24.156 9.5466 | 4.37° 3.103 1.265 6.9 
CONTRACT aCTIONS 
MARINE ... 4.104] 2.095 | 2.009 729 1,109 171 160 11 4.2 
MILLER ACT .. $75 $67 366 161 151 Se 46 10 5.7 
OTHER CONTRACTS 160 65 95 45 42 6 7 i $.0 
REAL PROPERTY 1 366 615 753 639 74 20 19 I 1.5 
TORT ACTIONS 
EYPLOVERS LIABILITY ACT 1.430 466 962 169 651 142 10 132 9.9 
“ARINE PERSONAL INJURY 3 632 S71 | 2.661 640 1.627 394 153 24! 10.6 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 220 61 159 34 115 10 2 LJ 4.5 
OTHER TORTS 2.665 | 1.461 1.204 526 $26 150 117 33 5.6 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BAMERLPTCY SLITS 1.767] 1.116 651 429 101 121 110 i 66 
ANTITRUST .. 1.329 576 751 333 296 120 $1 69 8.0 
CIVIL RIGHTS 11.064] 3.968] 7.076 3.199 2.138 | 1.739 1.284 455 13.7 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
PRISON OFFICIALS - HABEAS CORPUS. € 633 944] 5.689 5.443 91 1558 152 3 2.3 
PRISON OFPTICIALS - “ANDANS. ETC 202 26 174 162 5 7 $ 2 3.5 
CIVIL RIGHTS ... , 10.301 | 1.405] 6.896 6.121 417 356 269 a9 3.5 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS aCT 515 217 296 oe 137 65 55 10 12.6 
LABOR “ANIGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 4.265 | 2.499] 1.766 1.026 554 206 167 39 4.6 
OTWER LABOR LITIGATION 1.614 775 629 440 271 128 ae 30 7.9 
COPYR 1 GHT 1.165 777 360 202 iM 32 27 5 2.7 
PATENT , 601 390 411 i74 164 73 60 13 9.1 
TRADEMARK — 1.263 773 490 252 167 71 59 12 5.6 
ALA OTWEF FEDERAL QUESTION 7.443] 5.047] 2.396 1.296 752 346 256 90 4.7 


TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TEXNINATED SY NATURE GF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 
(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES GITTED) 
FOR THE TWELVE “ONTH PERICD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979 


DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP , 31.962 | 13.531 | 16.431 6.418 6.514; 3.499 1.323 2.176 10.9 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE > 3.116] 1.207] 1.909 745 761 303 199 164 iz.3 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 945 494 45! 1S0 4 47 17 66 
OTWER 11.303 | S.211) 6.030 2.621 2.424) 1.0465 679 366 92 
REAL PROPERTY 965 445 $20 261 167 $2 €2 9.5 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE. PERSONAL INJURY 1.133 355 778 157 475 146 $i 35 12.9 
SOTOR VEHICLE. PERSONaL INJURY 5.185 | 2.120] 3.065 740 1.647 672 76 so 13.0 
OTWER PERSONAL INJURY 7.962 | 3.114] 4.6466 1.377 2.539 $32 143 769 11.7 
OTWER TORTS . , >< 1.354 S65 769 274 330 165 62 103 12.2 
ALL. OTWER DIVERSITY I ° I ° I - ° ° ° 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 1.150 765 365 1$3 is 197 170 27 17.1 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 115 71 “4 23 ¢ 1s 12 3 13.0 
REAL PROPERTY ... 62 66 14 7 3 ‘ 3 i 4.9 
TORT ACTIONS 
SOTOR VEHICLE. PEPSONAL INJURY 77 69 LJ 2 I 5 3 2 6.5 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY ....... 136 100 36 “ ° 29 12 17 21.0 
OTWER TORTS ..... cee 24 16 6 ‘ I 3 3 ° 12.5 
PRISONER PETIT. ONS 
PAROLE GOARD RIVIE®.......... pec - - - - - - - - - 
PRISO OFFICIALS - HABEAS CORPUS _. 16 6 10 4 ° 1 I ° 6.3 
PRISON OFFICIALS ~- MANDAMUS. ETC .. 2 i i I ° ° ° ° ° 
DOMESTIC WELATIONS ... 360 213 147 ae ° 119 116 3 33.1 
EEE cccoscccocccccces cocececeees 65 75 10 3 - 7? 7 - 82 
SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEE - - - - - - - - - 
SUITS INVOLVING LOCAL CFFICIALS ... - - - - - - - - - 
MLL OTWER LOCAL... 86 enews 251 166 6s 67 ‘ 14 13 i 5.6 
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CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COUPLETED. 8) 


TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


FOR THE TWELVE SONTH PERIGCD EVD AN. 30 
(OTHER CIVIL INCLOBES TRIALS OF SISCELLAMEAS CASES) 


1979 


DISTRICT 


LAND CONDETUTION | OTWER CIVIL CRIMINAL 
CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL TOTAL wOr- es) TOTAL ww - JURY TOTAL “aA - JURY 
JURY JURY JU 

— — — 
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS 16.563 116 71 45 11.646 8.277 3.371 6.799 3.132 3.667 
DISTRICT GF COLA™BIA 652 2 I I 429 394 45 211 132 73 

FIRST CIMCLIT 548 - - : 365 247 116 184 64 120 
“AINE 30 - - - 16 5 il 14 4 10 
“ASSACHLSETTS 252 . . - 150 107 43 102 3e 64 
“E> BASH! RE ee : : - $s? 33 24 it 7 ‘4 
RHODE ISLAND 95 - 73 55 16 22 5 17 
PLERTO RICO 104 69 47 22 35 10 25 

SECOND Chet i. os 2 1 I 1.233 675 416 601 250 351 
CONNECTICUT 215 I ; - 165 125 4c “9 256 23 
“E> YORK WORTHERS os ° - - 5! 20 2i i? =) 4 
“Ey YORK EASTERN 470 - - ° 245 143 102 2* “5 130 
“E> YORK SOUTHER. ot. : - - 716 512 204 245 9% 150 
“> YORK WESTERN 113 I - j 65 41 24 47 is 29 
VER*ONT 65 - - - 51 24 27 4 2 5 

THIRD CIRCLIT 1.774 i} % 2 1 3209 669 #40 44 165 269 
DELA» ARE 76 : - - 59 3a 21 17 ii 6 
415 2 1 I 326 41 65 87 26 59 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 617 3 2 I 469 260 209 145 72 73 
PENNSYLVANIA “IDOLE 132 6 6 . Its 59 52 15 4 i! 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERS 376 - - - 273 203 70 105 45 60 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 71 | 48 23 65 25 60 


TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. SY DISTRICT 


POR THE TWELVE SONTH PERIOD DWED JUN 30. 1979 
(OTWER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELIA 4200S CASES) 


LAND CONDEDUTION J OTHER CIVIL CRIMINAL 
CIRCUIT aND DISTRICT TOTAL TOTAL NON - JuRY TOTAL NON - JuRY TOTAL NON - JuRY 
JuRY JURY JURY 

FORTH CIRCLIT 1.597 7 e 1 875 $63 312 715 416 299 
“ARYLAND 336 2 2 - Lot 142 4 138 74 64 
“OD CAROLINA EASTERN 46 - - - Ss 2 7 33 10 23 
“©. CAROLINA “IDOLE 7s - - - 25 16 S 50 24 26 
“© CAROLINA WESTERN 194 1 1 - 77 $3 24 116 65 3) 
SOUTH CAROLINA 218 2 I I 122 64 Sé 94 $0 44 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELYE “ONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 
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6 17 16 24 3 24 6 1 6 20 
5 17 16 24 - 24 6 I - 6 FELONY ONLY 
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- i l 5 - 2 - - - 3 RHODE ISLAND 
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5 33 - - 12 70 - - 34 FELONY ONLY 
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8 120 23 34 - 75 18 1 I 27 FELONY ONLY. 
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3 3 2 3 = 3 6 ° - 4 , 
3 3 2 3 - 3 8 ° = 2 FELONY ONLY 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE “ONTH PERIOD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


AUTO 
THEFT 


a 
ẽ 


THIRD CIRCUIT 
FELONY ONLY 


PENNSYLVANIA SIDDLE 
FELONY ONLY : 

PENNSYLVANIA SESTERS 
FELONY ONLY 

VIRGIN ISLANDs 
FELONY ONLY 


POURTH CIRCLIT 
FELONY ONLY 


FELONY ONLY 
VIRGINIA EASTERN 
FELONY ONLY 
VIRGINIA WESTERN 
FELONY ONLY 
+. VIRGINIA NORTHERN 
FELONY ONLY 
». VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 
FELONY ONLY 


38 


1S 
14 


weun: : S8iseuw 38 


X 


-; rary ey Tee 


~~ ww 


. 


SS watSe 


Gee NN: | 


SSeelhSSew (IE |S 


'etret Nw nenat | ~~ teh oF  “ “NS BPEREREEB EE 


OH) | Hneenanosrs—-—se 


8 3318 
‘rt +t MeCONHOONNWHAO + —2 


onl ' NNw www) | NNNN EO oe 


SSo2 


SSee nr StS TS 


* 


' 


— 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 
GENERAL OFFENSES - -CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LAwS 
- WEAPONS LIQUOR. 
CONTROL- | AND "eH - INTEX- 
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HUANA | OOTICS | STANCES ARMS 1c | OTHER Laks REVENUE | LaAkS* OTHER CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRsCT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD DWED JUNE 30. 1979 


PORGERY 

AND 
|Bez- aUTO COUNTER - 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL | BOMICIDE)| ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY ) LARCENY | LE ET FRAUD PErTI"S 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT.... 2.025 22 77 $9 19 155 90 366 47 237 
Becces 1,343 22 77 ~5 19 145 66 193 46 237 
ARKANSAS EASTERN..... 2068 - 12 I - 33 14 31 6 57 
FELONY ONLY........ 182 - 12 = - 31 14 21 € 57 
pecs 85 - 5 - - il 3 10 6 23 
FELONY ONLY........ 70 - $ - - 11 3 6 6 25 
IOWA NORTHERN........ 54 - 2 - I 3 2 12 3 4 
FELONY ONLY...... 40 - 2 - I 2 2 11 3 4 
IOWA SOUTHERN..... 287 - 6 1 I 19 0 143 3 i7 
FELONY ONLY........ 148 - 6 1 i 16 4 23 3 17 
MINNESOTA............ 220 - 28 4 2 9 20 38 2 15 
FELONY ONLY........ 201 - 28 4 2 6 19 268 i iS 
MISSOURI EASTERN. .... 183 - 7 3 - 21 15 25 10 35 
ONLY........ 168 - 7 2 - 21 iS 16 10 35 
MISSOURI WESTERN..... 593 i il 2 - 14 14 50 6 36 
ONLY........ 187 1 11 2 - 12 14 31 6 36 
peecccccccese 119 - 4 1 - 16 5 21 6 23 
FELONY ONLY........ 109 - 4 I - 16 5 15 6 23 
NORTH DAKOTA......... 101 5 l 13 10 il 7 13 - 17 
FELONY ONLY........ 93 5 1 13 10 10 5 6 ° 17 
SOUTH DAKOTA......... 175 16 I 34 5 18 5 43 I 4 
FELONY ONLY....... 145 16 1 32 5 18 5 34 I L] 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRININAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE “ONTH PERIOD EWED JUNE 30. 1979 


GENERAL OFFEASES 
FORGERY 
AND 
COUNTER - 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
NINTH CIRCUIT 6.546 357 156 49 471 752 37 
FELONY ONLY 366s 357 132 5 318 550 36 

69 ; ? 4 m 16 ‘ n 

FELONY ONLY 43 - 7 1 7 5 4 - 1 
ARIZONA 623 29 4 45 ‘ 26 21 82 ? 21 
FELONY ONLY $68 29 4 16 4 25 20 68 ? 21 
CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 406 , 26 7 5 41 30 99 , 42 
ONLY 305 , 26 3 4 32 26 $5 i 42 
CALIFORNIA EASTERN 348 , 3 t 2 50 26 38 4 * 
Y 280 ; 48 6 5 22 21 31 2 3 

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 1.005 . 147 16 - 100 87 227 9 8s 
Y 863 : 147 12 : 70 70 169 6 85 

CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 709 ‘ 7 Ti ' 32 i 4 2 6 
ONLY 645 ; 37 i 1 25 ? 35 3 45 

HAWAII 1.695 : , ? , 7 5 20 - 17 
FELONY ONLY 101 . i e i 22 5 i4 : 17 
IDAHO. 138 , 3 3 : 12 6 29 , i 
FELON, ONLY 115 7 3 2 . 12 é 17 i i 
SONTAMA.__. 15S J 21 26 23 3 20 i 4 
FELONY ONLY 140 i 3 21 26 27 3 15 i a 
NEV 118 ; 23 ‘ ; ‘ 4 31 ; 12 
FELONY ONLY 116 . 23 4 . 6 ‘ 31 ; 12 
4 234 3 21 7 2 3 25 $6 , 14 

FELONY ONLY. 192 3 21 7 5 26 12 49 , 14 
WASHINGTON EASTERN 136 2 3 7 3 is 4 is 4 i 
FELONY ONLY... 131 5 a ? 5 is 4 16 4 it 
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FELONY ONLY. 274 . 20 12 ~ 22 13 a 3 37 
on........ 80 13 2 3 a 4 a 4 5 2 
FELONY ONLY 75 13 5 5 . 4 @ 3 5 3 
NORTHERN MARIANAS i? , 5 ‘ 5 ; ; ; : : 
FELONY ONLY 17 , 3 4 5 : : ; : 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE “SONTH PERIOD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979 


GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINCED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) Lass 
. WEAPONS LIQUOR 
Intl - INTER- 
GRATION “NAL POSTAL 
OTHER Laws REVEME LawS* 
3.0866 2.547 38 396 2.765 
2.820 2.437 52 57 1.279 
21 183 170 63 - 63 5 - 3 36 
21 180 163 63 - 62 - - t 34 
65 69 58 47 3 99 111 3 19 139 
67 8&9 36 47 - 99 84 3 79 
10 5 - 8 - I i - 2 11 
10 5 I I - - I 
22 27 51 28 72 9 3 6 42 
21 27 51 26 72 9 3 - 26 
4 - 5 6 ° 3 - - - 5 
4 - 5 6 - 3 - - - 2 
= I 2 5 - 3 - - - 5 
. i 2 5 - 3 - - - 2 
32 56 - - - 20 101 - 2 76 
32 56 - - - 20 74 - - 46 
49 591 118 116 - 166 97 l 104 165 
47 $90 116 118 160 63 i 4 107 
- i4 il 20 - 14 2 3 2 
- i4 11 20 13 2 - i 1 
8 5 21 2 - 4 46 > 14 11 
7 5 is 2 - 2 36 - ° 10 
20 245 13 39 - 46 13 - 44 46 
20 245 13 39 - 45 13 : 2 30 
18 314 36 40 - 105 19 1 21 70 
17 313 36 40 - 163 18 I i 40 
- 10 20 14 - Pe 4 - 22 28 
- 10 20 i4 - Is 3 . . 2) 
3 3 17 3 - 3 i3 - - 8 
3 3 17 3 - 3 11 = - 5 


OTHER CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS 
FELONY ONLY 


DISTRICT OF COLIMBIA 
FELONY ONLY 


FIRST CIRCLIT 
FELONY ONLY 


CRININAL DEFPEXDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE SONTH PERIOD DWED JME 30. 1979 


TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


PORGERY 

AND 
EE - aUToO COUNTER - 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL SOMICIDE SOBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY | TLEXENT FRAUD THEFT FPEITING 
THIRD CIRCUIT 510 22 119 42 37 244 116 64s 25 25 
FELONY ONLY O71 22 119 Be 37 221 $3 408 24 255 
OELA+ARE 61 - 4 - - 7 7 25 - J 
FELONY ONLY $7 - + - - € 7 t - 9 
“E> JERSEY ser - 26 . i 72 47 335 7 100 
PELANY ONLY S74 - 26 5 i 62 29 133 7 100 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 646 - 33 € - 45 is 162 il Ss 
FELONY ONLY 583 - 33 5 - 34 17 140 11 $$ 
PENNSYLVANIA “SIOOLE 122 - - - - 10 13 30 - 3 
FELONY ONLY 103 - - - - 8 s 29 - 3 
PENNSYLVANIA ESTERS 373 - 23 1 * 16 22 $7 1 71 
PELOWY ONLY 349 - 29 1 - 16 22 73 i 71 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 19 22 27 27 36 94 10 20 6 i7 
FELONY ONLY 385 22 27 25 36 54 10 19 > 17 
POLRTH CIRCLIT 470 it 218 7? 20 700 166 S47 127 416 
FELONY ONLY 630 10 219 39 20 274 147 343 109 404 
“ARYLAND 172 2 67 is 5 220 23 130 10 268 
FELONY ONLY 569 2 67 10 5 54 23 wo 5 26 
Ww. CAROLINA EASTERN 257 I i4 3 2 20 24 45 4 $2 
PELOWY ONLY 238 } 14 3 2 19 24 41 4 $2 
“© CAROLINA SIDDLE 307 - 32 2 2 66 is $3 3 63 
FELONY ONLY 273 - 32 2 2 66 is 25 3 63 
“©. CAROLINA WESTERN 336 3 < 6 - 32 13 “4 13 104 
FELONY Of%.Y 295 3 “4 6 - 31 11 a4 13 104 
SOUTH CAROLINA 495 2 i9 2 1 46 23 78 59 76 
FELONY ONLY 451 2 19 2 I 43 22 47 59 76 
VIRGINIA EASTERN 369 2 26 41 1 273 44 119 6 54 
FELONY ONLY 371 2 26 lv 1 29 26 77 5 42 
VIRGINIA WESTERN 207 - + 7 2 23 11 33 16 i9 
FELONY ONLY 165 - + 6 2 14 11 26 14 19 
©. VIRGINIA NORTHERN 87 - - - - 2 6 . i 10 
FELONY ONLY 79 - - - - 2 6 3 i 10 
&. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 240 - 3 - 7 16 6 37 5 10 
FELONY ONLY L____ 6? — = | : I . awe er aE — a 42. 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. 54STRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 


GENERAL OFFENSES --CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
LIQUOR. 
INTER- 
NAL POSTAL 

REVENUE Laws OTHER 
‘6 141 112 108 + 218 46 - 24 228 
&2 141 104 108 - 209 44 - 4 166 
7 s 3 3 2 2 i - - 2 
7 S 3 3 - 2 1 - - - 
22 45 is 20 1 65 10 - 24 65 
20 45 is 20 - 59 10 - 4 34 
20 43 65 28 - 55 3 - - 102 
20 43 $7 28 - 54 3 - - es 
5 5 7 5 i 2 - — ⸗ is 
3 5 7 5 - 28 - - = 10 
24 38 10 17 i is 2 - - 29 
24 38 10 17 - 14 2 25 
. 1 . 35 10 $3 30 - - is 
. 1 . 35 - $2 28 - - - 
18s 228 iM 153 750 390 is 32 20 271 
124 225 111 145 - 236 13 27 2 142 
23 106 81 14 287 62 6 - 2 60 
7 108 62 i4 - 46 6 - - s4 
17 3 € 5 1 is 1 10 4 26 
17 3 6 5 - is 1 10 - 17 
- 14 to 10 - 14 I 13 - 6 
- 4 10 10 - 14 1 13 - - 
7 - i 16 2 15 2 5 5 24 
3 - i 16 - 15 2 - 1 li 
a7 21 6 29 - 28 - - 3 13 
87 21 6 29 - 27 - - i 9 
42 $3 i2 32 456 139 7 - 2 50 
6 $2 5 24 - “4 2 - - 16 
2 - 6 26 4 S i 4 - 35 
- - 5 26 - . 1 4 - 20 
- 5 . l - 38 - - 2 6 
- 5 — 1 - 37 - - - 6 
4 24 4 20 - 66 - - 2 31 
4 22 4 20 - 24 - - - 9 
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CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


THIRD CI&CUIT. 
FELONY ONLY. 


FELONY ONLY. 


FELONY ONLY. 
VIRGINIA — 


FELONY ONL 
VIRGINIA WESTERN, 
FELONY ONLY. 


¥. VIRGINIA NORTHERN. 
FELONY ONLY. 

W. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN. 
FELONY ONLY. 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD DWED JUNE 30. 1979 


FORGERY 

AND 
EGEZ- AUTO COUNTER - 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL | BOMICIDE) ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEXENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 2.519 22 100 60 27 166 102 446 $5 286 
FELONY ONLY.. 1.756 22 100 76 27 174 96 249 54 266 
ARKANSAS EASTERN 279 - 17 I - 44 20 41 6 64 
FELONY ONLY 235 - 17 - - 40 20 31 6 64 
ARKANSAS WESTERN 151 - 7 - - 13 3 11 6 35 
FELONY ONLY. 93 - 7 - - 13 3 7 6 35 
10%A NORTHERN 76 - 3 - 3 4 2 21 4 ‘4 
FELONY ONLY... 60 - 3 - 3 3 2 19 4 ‘4 
108A SOUTHERN 3068 - 8 i I 25 5 145 3 24 
FELONY ONLY 165 - b I I 22 4 24 3 24 
MINNESOTA. 312 - 32 10 2 10 22 41 3 16 
FELONY ONLY 291 - 32 10 2 9 21 31 2 16 
“MISSOURI EASTERN 230 - 9 3 - 24 16 27 15 36 
ONLY... 214 - 9 2 = 24 16 is 1S 36 
MISSOURI WESTERN. 670 i 17 3 ° 18 17 63 9 45 
FELONY ONLY..... 259 I i7 3 - 16 17 43 9 45 
— 159 - $ i - 17 5 23 6 26 
FELONY ONLY........ 146 - b) i - 17 5 17 L] 26 
NORTH DAKOTA. 127 5 i 14 16 i3 7 18 ° 23 
FELONY ONLY 119 5 1 14 16 12 5 13 = 23 
SOUTH DAKOTA 207 16 l 47 5 18 5 56 I 11 
FELONY ONLY 176 16 1 45 5 i8 5 46 1 11 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COPPEMCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) GORING THE TWELVE SOWTE PERIOD DWED JUNE 30, 1979 


GENERAL OFFENSES - -CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
barca (DRUG) Lass | 
POSTAL 
Laes* OTwER 

$4 182 7s 102 36) 2 i 23 16S EIGHTH CIBCUIT. 
4 192 77 102 ° 1Se 20 e “4 FELONY ONLY 
7 19 , @ 7 i 10 3 - i x) AREANSAS LASTERS 
? 19 2 7? - 10 3 - : ad FELONY ONLY 

1 ° : 3 ° 13 ° ° - $9 AREANSAS WESTERN 
i . . 3 ° 12 ° ° - € FELONY ONLY 

° ‘ ‘ 3 ° 2 2 ° Ly 12 10eA NORTHERN 

: J ‘4 3 ° 2 2 ° i e FELONY ONLY 

j 4! 2 $ 3 12 $ - $ 22 10wa SOUTHERN 

i 4! 2 $ ° 12 $ ° 2 10 FELONY ONLY 

13 €5 25 37 ° 23 - - € 7 MINNESOTA 

13 65 24 37 ° 22 ° ° ‘ 3 FELONY ONLY 

5 33 21 15 - 7 o : i . MISSOURI EASTERN 
5 33 21 15 - 7 6 ° . 3 FELONY ONLY 

3 14 is 17 375 * 2 11 
3 4 14 54 i i - FELONY ONLY 
24 * 2 2 - 12 i7 - ° o NEBRASKA 
24 6 2 2 ° 13 i7 ° - 1 FELONY ONLY 

- 7 2 ¢ ° 14 i ° ° ° NORTH DAKOTA 

7 2 6 ° 4 i ° ° ° FELONY ONLY 
! 2 7 2 13 ° ° ° 22 SOUTH DAKOTA 
. I 2 7 . 12 ° ° . e FELONY ONLY 


TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CRINSINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE “STH PERIOD EWED JIM 30. 1979 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY 
AND 

EXBEZ- alTO COUNTER - 

CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT ZLEXENT FRALD THEFT FEITING 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8.319 6s 436 $9 344 41 

FELONY ONLY 5.564 67 436 1S2 57 361 231 776 40 472 

101 - 9 3 1 17 7 13 : i 

FELONY ONLY 70 - 5 I i 7 € 4 = I 
ami 20Na 939 29 1S $2 s 35 26 141 6 24 
FELONY ONLY 696 29 is 43 s 32 25 127 tL) 24 
CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 601 2 31 6 10 $1 35 112 i $5 
FELONY ONLY 494 2 31 3 9 41 33 67 1 $s 
CALIFORNIA E* STERN 451 I 62 7 3 $0 30 43 4 69 
FELONY ONLY 377 : 62 7 3 22 24 35 3 €9 
CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 1.320 : 161 16 - 117 93 316 9 117 
ONLY 1.170 ° 161 12 * 67 76 254 9 117 

CALI PORNIA SOUTHERN 1.145 . 43 12 i 38 1 Se 3 73 
FELONY ONLY 1.071 ° 43 12 I 30 7 4 3 72 
HAwAlI 1.711 : I 4 I 40 6 22 - 19 
FELONY ONLY 115 ° i 3 I 25 6 16 * 19 

1 D&HO 167 1 5 3 ° 4 6 33 i 13 
FELONY ONLY i144 i 5 2 ° i4 6 21 1 13 
ONTANA 176 12 3 22 26 34 3 20 
FELONY ONLY 156 12 3 22 26 32 3 15 i 4 
NEVada 173 ° 24 5 ° LJ ‘ 4 = is 
FELONY ONLY 171 ° 24 0 U ‘4 4 - 16 
ORELAON 312 J 27 9 2 4) 25 77 1 16 
FELONY ONLY 267 3 27 * 2 31 12 64 i is 
eASHINGTON EASTERN 136 2 3 7 2 16 ‘4 18 a i 
PELGNY ONLY 131 2 3 7 2 16 ‘4 16 * 1 
WASHINGTON SESTERN 966 ° 24 20 I 74 65 93 2 a4 
FELONY ONLY 405 ° 24 19 ° 30 16 55 2 “4 
Aas 99 17 3 2 ° 4 9 ‘4 3 2 
FELONY ONLY 93 17 3 2 ° ‘4 9 3 3 2 
NORTHERN “MARIANAS 22 i 5 5 7 - - - - - 
FELONY ONLY 22 i 5 5 7 - - - - - 


* 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COTENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TMELVE SONTH PERIOD OWED JUNE 30. 1979 


CEMRAL OFFENSES - -CONTIM ED SPECI al OFFENSES 
OTwER CIRCLIT AWD DISTRICT 

740 677 237 
727 302 s46 135 
1 4 9 I 2 17 - - : e 
: “4 6 I . 4 - - - ‘ 
72 143 14 46 € 104 206 - i 10 
72 143 i3 46 . 104 204 - ° * 
it oe 31 7 it 62 24 . s zs 
it 9 26 7 ° 76 19 ° ° 13 
2 46 31 6 7 30 43 - ‘4 il 
2 46 31 7 ° 25 36 - ° 3 
26 Ge €0 31 10 i 60 - 10 wn 
26 96 60 31 - 140 60 - 2 17 
oe 124 93 12 - 117 439 - ° 65 
“7 113 90 12 . ila 430 - ° 43 
: 14 2 is 1.554 7 - ° ° 21 
° 4 2 is . e ° : - 7? 
1 27 1 12 . 5 40 ° ° $ 
I 27 i i ° 5 34 2 
1 3 7 e : 13 I . ° is 
i 3 7 e . 10 — 5 
5 15 © 5 - 32 5 ° I ‘ 
5 15 € 5 ° 32 $ ° ° 3 
2 36 12 7 - 19 17 ° 5 e 
2 3a 12 7 ° ia 16 ° I 2 
‘4 5 13 10 ° e 22 ° ° 3 
‘ 5 i3 10 . e 21 ° . i 
6 se 29 12 a4 $1 i7 - 3 on 
‘ 65 26 i ° “7 17 : ° 23 
2 3! 3 5 ⸗ 5 i ° ° . 
2 30 3 5 ° 5 I ° - ‘ 
. . . . — 4 . - — 
= ° ° 4 — — — 
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CRIMINAL DCEFPIDOANTS COPECED (ECLADES TRANSFERS) CORI THE TELYE STE PERIOD OED AME 5D. 1979 


LARCENY PRD 

$36 o 63 i 223 367 

$42 4 $3 y 164 2 
Tet ° 22 7 - ee 22 *4 16 31 
302 : 22 $ ° 42 20 tad 16 31 
2s i ‘ 4 I 25 » $2 ‘ 2 
234 ’ ‘ 12 1 22 26 35 ‘ 2 
344 i . 19 ‘ 27 16 34 is 19 
263 i . 6 ‘ 16 14 16 1s is 
3 * —8 33 
iM ° 2 1 . 7 26 J 33 
154 12 17 25 . 13 
105 . i . - 7 12 16 * 13 
501 i 10 7 i 70 16 ea] is 25 
251 i 10 t I 37 i 45 is 25 
216 3 17 10 2 22 21 70 ‘ i 
155 3 i7 6 . 2! is 39 ‘ it 
100 2 . $ 3 12 3 12 ° 3 
7s 2 . 5 a 12 3 . 6 3 
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TABLE D-S DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRININAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTEX CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE SONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 


TYPE SEXTEMCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO INPRi SONSENT OTWER SENTENCES 
TO iNPRISOWENT 
I 13 36 ec 

TOTAL TOTAL THRL THRU THRE | “SONTHS| AVERAGE SPLI ¥.C.A 

NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS | IMPRIS-| TOTAL 12 35 $9 AND | SENTENCE SEN - INDETER - oF 
SENTENCED | ONFENT | REGULARI/ MONTHS | SONTHS | SONTHS | OVER [IN NONTHS2/ TEXCES | SINATES!) Y.0.5 
FRALD 5.149 1.676 1.064 401 297 222 146 29.1 718 *4 12 
FELONY ONLY 3.587 1.541 ba7 25! 263 214 13% 32.6 $58 64 12 
INCOME TAX 1.394 506 221 145 36 23 1S 18.6 279 6 : 
FELONY ONLY 690 273 114 62 24 17 1} 22.3 153 6 
LENDING INSTITUTION 435 179 106 24 52 23 7 27.2 61 12 : 
FELONY ONLY 394 176 106 24 $2 23 7 27.2 568 12 . 
POSTAL : 1.417 527 339 72 107 101 $9 36.0 144 37 7 
FELONY ONLY. 1.116 527 339 72 107 101 59 36.0 144 37 7 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 22 5 I ! - - . 12.0 4 : : 
FELONY ONLY 22 5 I i ° . . i2.9 4 ° : 
SHOCURITIES AND Ex. HANGE 60 24 i4 4 I + 5 38.6 % I : 
FELONY ONLY. 60 24 i4 4 I a $ 36.6 9 1 : 
SOCIAL SHOURITY 276 25 10 * 11.7 1S . - 
FELONY ONLY... : ° - . : ° - ° : . . 
FALSE PERSONATION 56 18 i2 4 3 5 . 23.4 5 : I 
ONLY... 39 18 12 4 3 5 - 23.4 5 : i 
NATIONALITY LAWS 144 57 25 4 7 3 I 16.7 29 3 : 
FELONY ONLY... 163 57 25 4 7 3 i 16.7 29 3 . 
PASSPORT FRAUD 47 28 i6 3 € 6 ! 29.0 10 2 : 
PELONY ONLY. 47 26 16 3 6 6 I 29.0 i0 2 . 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS. 64) 223 119 34 45 22 18 31.5 93 9 2 
FELONY ONLY :, 624 221 117 32 45 22 18 32.0 93 9 2 
OTHER . xX 913 286 201 91 36 34 36 31.0 69 i4 2 
FELONY ONLY 412 212 143 35 38 32 37 40.7 53 14 2 
AUTO THEFT. .. pooces 615 451 352 24 102 148 76 44.0 45 34 20 
FELONY OWLY. peeocscose 602 449 350 24 102 146 78 “4.1 45 4 20 


TABLE D-S DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
(HITINAL SEFENDANTS SENTEMED AFTER CONVICTION SY GFFENSE (XRING THE THELVE SATE FERIGD EWED JUNE 30. 1979 


Wt SENTEME 
Pema TICn 
235 37 
THs 
* and 
wus oves 
2 952 €27 22.9 7? 
1.905 24 457 eee $i4 33.6 132 * rho ONLY 
“7 171 212 2) 123 6 97 ‘ INCOME Tal 
04 €7 9! 1S6 7 32.9 32 i reo ONL 
244 AS es 6) 61 ™.! 10 2 LENDING INSTITUTION 
215 17 63 75 oe “1 2 J FELONY ONLY 
549 65 130 203 149 % 2 4 : Prost. 
Sas 4 130 205 148 2 4! ° rELANY ONLY 
15 * 7 i 27.2 2 . VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 
1s e i ? 4 27.2 2 . rE ONLY 
20 19 $ 5 31.2 t . SEXLBITICS a> EXON 
30 1 19 3 31.2 t ° rELONY ONLY 
242 * 69 64 $3 6 7? 2 Social SEQSITY 
. : : . . . . > rea ONLY 
30 13 is 6 ‘ 23.6 . . FALSE PLRSONATION 
21 $ 6 ‘ 2.4 ° . PEL ONLY 
1” ? 20 2 67 6.0 . I NATIONALITY Laws 
128 7 20 35 63 “6 . I FELONY ONLY 
i* Oo 4 ¢ 3 23.3 ° i PASSPORT FRALD 
is UF a + 3 23.3 : i FELONY ONLY 
373 “6 91 133 103 33.7 “4 ! FALSE CLAIMS 6 STATEMENTS 
65 43 “7 133 102 wm 0 37 i ONLY 
a4 124 139 126 oe 27.9 172 6 
isa 19 te * $1 26 9 12 4 FELONY ONLY 
159 * 23 6* “6 37.9 3 2 auto TMEFT 
49 6 2 oe A) 79.0 2 2 FELONY ONLY 


= 
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TABLE D-5 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFEXDANTS SEXTENCED AFTER CORWICTION BY OFFENSE DORING THE TWELVE SONTH PERIOD EWED JUNE 30. 1979 


TYPE SENTENCE 
— — — 
PROBATION 
mw 
Pg ag 28 | n 
Te — Tae MONTHS AVERAGE 
2. 24 % AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL | | SOWTES GvER inmowmes — ores’ | NATURE OF OFFENSE 
— — — — = — — = = 
1.412 419 94 4% 149 z77 7i2 i5 PEDERAL STATUTES 
442 a 112 145 we 32.1 2 1 ⏑— 
167 a 5? “ 23 23 67 5 AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
ae io as 33 17 33.2 4 rPELOnyY ONLY 
$2 33 4 2 3 i448 161 ANTITRUST VIGLATIONS 
41 7 10 2 3 19.5 i593 rELOwy ONLY 
* es if 7 5 21.0 106 POOD AND OFLN acT 
6 7 $ ‘ ‘ 242 “4 FELONY ONLY 
ve 27 SI - 194 oe i =IOGRATORY BIRD Laws 
i 1 12.0 - PRLANY ONLY 
z3 11 2 1 21.1 as SOTOR CARRIER acT 
5 PRLONY ONLY 
2 i 1 - mao 1 NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 
i j . - 274.0 i PRLANY ONLY 
20 $ ‘ ‘ , 292 4 CIVIL RIGHTS 
s 2 ! 4 2 4 1 PELONY y 
1" 2 7 : 36 ‘ , CONTENP: 
- PrLANY Ge 
44 * 4 22 6 31.4 22 CUSTOSS LAWS 
41 7 * 20 e 31.6 19 FELONY ONLY 
422 149 152 97 Mu“ 24.1 24 2 POSTAL LAWS 
32 3 10 13 6 33.9 1 - FELONY ONLY 
$27 12 a1 267 6 "4 134 6 oTWes 
200 0 * 67 Sa 35 5 24 ' FELONY ONLY 
I IWLATES SENTENES OF SORE THAN 6 SONTHS WHICH ARE TO BF POLIS 4 TITLE 18 USC. 4205 BC) AND (2) 
BY A TER OF PROBATION (S100 SENTENCES) 5 TITTLE 18 USC. SOO (Bwc) 


2 EXOCLADES SPLIT SENTENCES. (NDETERNINATE SENTENCES. YOUTH ‘. 
CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENTER SENTENCES. AND LIFE SENTENCES 
INOLLTED IN THE OTHER CATROORY 

3 & SPLIT SENTENCE 15 A SENTENCE OW 4 1 COUNT INDICTSENT OF 6 SOVTWS OF LESS 
IN A JAIL “PE INSTITUTION POLLOCRD BY A TERN OF PROBATION. 18 0 SC. 365! 
INCLADED IN THESE FIGLPES ARE SIKED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONF INERENT FOR 6 
SONTHS OF LESS ON | COUNT. TO BE POLLOWED FY A TERN OF PROPATION OW 1 OF 


413 


TABLE D4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


SHIAN TIS INTERVALS PROW FILING TO DISPOSITION GF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
(EDIANS COWPUTED OVLY WHERE THERE ARE 25 OF SORE DEFENDANTS). 


Pom THE TWELVE SONTH PERIGCD ODED JUNE 30. 1979 (ALL. OFFENSES REPORTED) 


Tora. «= |S “Trim or aiuty | cxer — — 
MEDIAN EDIAN 
crrcerr axp otstercr) | sosmem | cosos.) | scnmer | css.» 
= — 
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS 41.075 a1 | 6.791 3.7 | 27.295 26 | 2.309 24 | 4.7% ‘9 
DISTRICT OF COLL™MIA 652 32 73 3.2 666 3.0 33 ss #0 ss 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1.296 40 154 38 943 3.7 29 $6 170 $3 
aie 140 ‘3 17 . 110 $9 . . 13 . 
MASSACHUSETTS 676 42 73 36 4n9 41 22 4 47 
NE HAMPSHIRE 6 oe 5 : 4) 37 " . 9 : 
RHOOE. ISLAND a5 74 10 . $5 és 2 is . 
PUERTO RICO 337 24 49 27 248 2.0 4 . % 6.0 
SECOND CIRCUIT 3.389 43 “10 12.0 | 2.485 3.7 40 és 453 67 
CONNECTICUT 211 ‘9 16 . 74 4s . . 21 - 
Nb® YORK NORTHERN 195 32 22 . 161 32 2 : 10 . 
NE YORK EASTERN 1.094 $4 430~Cié«aAT 8 762 41 T . 178 7.0 
NE» YORK SOUTHERN 1.421 4.0 211 67 0% 36 22 : 192 61 
NE YORK WESTERN 401 35 48 80 318 26 $ . © 0.0 
VERMONT 67 38 i : “4 36 ; . 12 : 
THIRD CIRCUIT 2.433 37 327 s.3 | 1.669 3.2 100 $7 397 $7? 
(AWARE 123 3.8 24 . 72 27 21 . ‘ . 
NE JERSEY 775 32 71 7.0 615 26 21 . 68 5.2 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 561 39 42 37 395 35 22 . 102 $6 
PENNSYLVANIA SIDOLE 113 2.7 x : 93 25 i . rT : 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 447 $2 6? 10.5 284 43 : : 91 7.3 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 44 37 115 46 210 3.0 30 $.2 59 49 


4 
J 
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TABLE D-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


EDias TIME INTERVALS FEES FILING TO DISPOSITION GF CHIMING, DEFID@ANTS DISPOSED GF BY DISTRICT 
(S715 CHUTES GML SORE THERE am 25 Oe ee OEP warts) 


POR THE TMELVE MONTH FERIGD DWED JUNE 30. 19TS (ALL OFFENSES MEFORTED) 
[wm suse [rua o aur | cxer mia =| Joey TRA 


“SDI an "BDian "SDias “EDias Dias 
CIRCUIT a® DISTRICT a OO ee ee ⏑—— 
PORTH CIMCLIT 4.3 

“mL AD 1.073 3¢ 63 1.0 “ee 36 6) 2.9 ei 4% 

“> CAROLINA EASTERN 780 36 “ 42 ot 32 4) 60 7 36 

“> CAROLINA SIDTAE 228 16 17 : 172 1.7 1s : 24 ° 

“> CAROLINA WESTERN 326 23 45 24 229 22 12 0 26 

SOUTH CAROLINA 4a 43 77 5.9 200 20 6! 5.9 

VIRGINIA EASTERN 1.3568 1.0 369 12 761 i. i” « 4 36 

VIRGINIA WESTERN 170 is 2 33 123 13 t 4 . 

+ VIRGINIA NORTHER “e 4.3 is : “ i@ . ° 23 . 
» VIRGINIA SOUTHERN i199 3.3 3 4.0 143 29 2 ° 23 . : 

PiIrTs CimviT 10.291 2.5 1.425 36 6 om 22 Poe 1.5 1.76 45 

62! 1.7 61 2.5 4e7 1.5 23 . *0 27 

266 2.0 2 2.5 163 168 22 ° $2 27 

14) 2.6 is : 97 2.3 1 . 25 43 

133 3.1 39 2.9 62 2.7 2 : 30 5.3 

672 39 “4 3.1 385 36 14 169 46 

eo) 4.5 14) 7.1 465 39 40 45 155 60 

444 41 “4 4.9 255 34 25 6.0 “4 5.3 

1.131 6 25 7.5 oan 5 7 5 40 23 

1.028 1.5 6 23 259 1.7 627 14 76 3.5 

a0 34 47 47 276 3.0 2 : 67 46 

$2 46 2 . “4 a4 ! 5 . 

180 2.9 30 47 129 26 6 : 15 . 

6s 2.9 6 56 2.5 I : 22 

a6 64 i : 63 4.0 : : 12 ° 

621 27 73 5.7 489 23 7? - Sa 46 

183 3.1 29 10.3 129 2.1 2 23 ° 

1.974 2.7 282 40 1.476 2.3 4! 6.0 175 5.1 

1.174 3.3 356 3.5 639 3.1 50 3.1 129 ‘1 

261 19 42 1.9 186 17 24 : 29 29 
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TABLE D4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


SPAS TIS INTERVALS PR FILING TO DIGPCAITION GF DISORD G& BY OISTEICT 
(SPAN COPUTED CNL) VE TH ae 25 Oe Se OPES) 
POR TE TELE STH PERI OED AM FO. ISTS (ALL COVES SPOTTED) 


[we 7 ose ra 


“EDI ar “SeDias Dias “EDI as [Dias 
CINRIT aD OISTRICT ee ee) he ee) ee —⏑ 
SIkTs CI@CUIT 3.7460 ae 650 52 _ — 33 63 32 “6! 5 
ceNTUCKY fasta 22 a4 “ ‘* 4 26 s $$ ss 
ENTUCRY WESTER oo4 14 22 457 14 “4 u 33 
s1ORIGAS CaSTERS $s 23 75 sae ‘* 4 132 14 
TICHIGAS WESTERNS 217 $s BY) 75 164 6 ‘ 1 
a0 OWE +‘ 36 (73) és 344 a4 2 75 
aH10 STEERS 313 2° 2 . 245 27 3 ‘ 3° 
TENNESSEE. EASTERN 201 24 Mu“ 20 133 23 ? 27 2° 
TENWERSES Tims x2: 35 62 a6 204 30 12 7 5s 
TENWAMEE BESTE 404 $7 * 77.0 26 $0 2 72 7° 3 
SVENTH CleCiT 2 43 1” 4s 1.374 a i $3 a7 $7? 
TLLISOI8 SOT o24 ‘* 63 0.2 635 a4 “2 77 i” 67 
1LLINOTS COTE 1%0 42 19 . 133 40 3 : 33 ‘ss 
UI 18 SOUTER i137 3.5 18 - * 2.6 i 2 27 ‘* 
INDI ANe SOOTHE RN a“ 40 oo 0 i” a6 | ‘ * so 
INDI ane SOUTH 206 35 9 . 167 35 . 20 . 
wISCONSIS CASTES 226 41 29 40 1 36 23 aa $s 
wI SCONE IS WEETE RN 73 31 * “ 27 3 is . 
forte CrecerT 2.™e 2% ** 26 1.738 2.7 115 2* pe? 42 
APKANGAS FASTIN 276 23 ae 30 1” i* ‘ . * a7 
ARKANSAS WESTERN 168 35 13 : 129 3.2 ‘ . 22 . 
[Owe NORTHERN “6 29 4 65 2.9 i . ‘ . 
1Oea SOUTHERN 305 33 47 4.5 219 24 ? 32 4s 
1 NNESOTA 307 39 33 4.5 222 36 ? . 45 47? 
SISSOUR! EASTERN 225 27 i” . 163 2.5 1 a 26 
SISSOUR] WESTERN 627 i.9 167 X 20 62 i* 2s 38 
NERRASEA 185 37 22 . iM a4 i . i” . 
WorTW DAKOTA 137 2.7 . - 106 2.7 5 7 . 
SOUTH DAKOTA 221 $6 35 ‘4 ‘6 54 ‘4 - 26 67 
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TABLE D4 FELONY DEFENDAATS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


MEDIAN TI'S. INTERVALS FRO" FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRININAL FELONY DEFEXDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
(MEDIANS COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THEA: ARE 25 OR SORE DEFEWANTS ) 


FOR THE TWELVE NONTH PERIOD EWED JI™E 30. 1979 


a TOTAL DISMISSED | Pues OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL 1 JURY TRIAL 
MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 

CIRCUIT a DISTRICT | NU~BER/| csos.) | so~wer | cos.» | no~eer i sos.) | women! cscs» 

SIXTH CISCLIT 2.981 4 $56 $911.9: 3.7 32 77 432 $3 
KEXTUCKY ‘CASTERN 232 3.7 42 $.3 132 3.1 5 . $3 47 
KENTUCKY sESTERN 358 2.3 76 74 248 2.1 3 . 31 3.5 
MICHIGAN EASTERN 615 $8 223 1* 457 $.i 10 . 125 7.7 
“ICHIGAN WES” 186 $6 26 £0 135 43 4 . 19 : 
OHI: NOR) HER 404 3.7 $8 6.5 309 3.4 2 - 3° s.0 
OHIO SOUTHERN 294 29, 24 : 226 27 3 . 41 3.9 
TENNESSEE EASTERN 1S3 26! 22 . 106 2.4 . = 25 3.0 
TENNESSEE “IDOLE 197 4.7 34 48 126 4.3 3 . 34 5.9 
TENNESSEE +ESTER. 342 6.1 690s «30.0 222 $.2 2 . 69 7.1 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 1.780 44 176 $3] 1.201 4.0 92 7.0 301 $.7 

ILLINOIS NORTHERN 860 $.1 so we 564 4.5 79 78 138 6.7 
ILLINOIS EASTERN 164 44 4 . M4 4.2 " . 35 49 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 122 36 16 . 79 2.9 2 . 25 48 
INDIANS NORTHERN 230 41 35 4.0 142 3.9 6 . 47 $.0 
INDIANA SOUTHERN 185 36 16 . 150 3.5 . . 19 : 
WISCONSIN EASTERN 1S6 41 28 6.0 102 3.7 3 . 23 . 
KISCONSIN WESTERN 63 3.3 . . 40 28 i 2 4 . 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 1.692 3.6 205 44 1,201 2.4 43 5.0 243 4.3 
ARKANSAS EASTERN 219 2.5 27 4.5 1s’ 1.9 3 . 38 3.6 
ARKANSAS WESTERN 112 42 12 . 79 4.2 . : 21 : 
106A NORTHERN 65 3.1 13 . 46 3.1 . . é . 
1OWA SOUTHERN 163 4.2 25 4.7 103 4.0 ‘ . 31 4.5 
MINNESOTA... 275 4.1 27 5.0 197 3.8 7 . 44 46 
“ISSOURI E: STERN 207 2.6 15 . 152 2.5 16 . 24 . 
MISSOURI WeSTERN 212 2.9 33 150 28 4 . 25 41 
NEBRASKA. . 135 3.9 20 . 98 3.5 , . 16 . 
NORTH DAKOTA 121 26 $ . 97 2.7 s . 4 . 
SOUTH DAKOTA 183 62 28 66 128 5.8 3 . 24 . 


TABLE D4 FELONY DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
SEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FRON FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL FELONY DEFEXDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 


CIRCUIT AMD DISTRICT | MP@ER 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


| Pies oF GuiLTy| COURT TRIAL | JURY TRIAL 


MEDIAN MEDIAN ED IAN SEDI AN MEDIAN 
(5OS.) | MER (NOS | (SOS) | MER | mS | 
S$ S25 3.6 1.121 4.6 3.517 3.3 179 44 706 4.7 
63 44 23 - 47 3.6 : - 13 - 
935 3.4 232 4.6 35 3.1 16 - 122 4.1 
ane 44 63 5.5 30€ 4.0 15 - 62 5.5 
449 4.5 81 13.2 333 3.9 € - 29 5.2 
1.261 3.2 152 3.6 907 3.0 “4 4.3 156 3.9 
665 3.9 197 8.4 541 34 41 4.7 104 4.6 
126 6.6 4 - 89 64 6 19 - 
119 2.6 21 : &7 2.6 3 - « : 
136 2.7 50 3.0 76 2.5 2 - * : 
159 4.8 31 5.0 Ce 3.9 i : 42 7.7 
220 4.0 BY 4.6 120 3.5 7 ° 35 5 
139 2.7 59 2.9 67 2.3 2 : i : 
426 4.0 76 47 246 3.6 36 4.6 ee 5.0 
75 2.7 34 7.2 39 % - . 2 . 
22 ° « - 7 - - - 7 - 
1. 490 34 233 3.3 916 2.9 36 4.6 305 46 
314 3.6 46 3.3 160 3.5 10 - 76 4.6 
263 40 69 3.3 155 3.9 3 : at) 5.5 
264 3.4 34 2.8 164 3.2 i ° 51 42 
122 2.6 13 - 66 2.3 2 . 21 : 
102 2.9 21 46 2.2 2 : 33 3.9 
206 24 29 2.9 150 2.4 i . 26 2.7 
167 4.6 12 ° 91 3.5 7 - 57 67 
52 2.5 7 - 40 2.0 - - 5 - 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF All DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE SY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE SONTH PERIOD EWED JUNE 30. 1979 


NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT CONVICTED 
BY 
COURT | JURY 
TOTAL All DISTRICTS 2.006 3.612 
DISTRICT OF COLAMBIA 652 30 64 
FIRST CIRCUIT 296 26 121 
MUAINE 140 19 i7 - 2 121 10 ° i 
676 102 73 i 28 469 21 66 
NES SANPSH! RE * 5 5 - - $1 41 1 8 
RHODE ISLAND 65 15 10 - 5 70 55 2 13 
PUERTO RICO 337 63 4? - 4 274 46 ‘4 22 
SEOOND CIRCUIT 3.369 539 441 ‘4 4 2.850 2.455 36 359 103 24 
COMPSCTICNT........ 211 21 16 ° 5 190 i74 ° 16 3 - 
NEX YORK NORTHERN | 195 27 22 i ‘4 166 161 1 € 4 6 
NE} YORK EASTERN . 1.0% 161 143 2 3 913 762 J 142 37 7 
NEX YORK SOUTHERN . 1.421 252 211 ° 41 1.169 996 22 151 31 9 
NES YORK WESTERN . 401 “4 36 I $ 357 318 ‘4 3s 16 2 
VERMONT pee 67 4 i - 3 $3 “4 ° 9 ° ° 
THIRD CIMCUIT..... 2.433 “47 327 45 75 1. 986 1.669 55 262 116 = 
DEL AS ARE pecccoces 123 “4 24 20 ° 79 72 i 6 i 2 
Ni JERSEY.......... 775 101 71 10 20 674 615 7 46 49 2 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 561 69 42 7 20 492 395 is 62 27 ° 
PENNSYLVANIA “IDOLE | 113 10 * 2 103 93 I a 17 - 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN “a7 ae 67 I 20 359 264 ‘4 71 16 . 
VIRGIN ISLANDS....... 414 135 115 7 13 279 210 23 46 6 7 


TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE SY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE SONTH [.810) EXOED JUNE 30. 1979 


TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINLED) 
REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS ) ' PROBATION ( “ONTHS | 
CIRCLIT 6 
CISTRICT 
14.560 | 9.618 12.320 2.344 2.389 2.765 49.0 13.234 687 661 [13.459 /2.650 3.14) 4.494 2.973 32.3] ToT 
314 219 56 % 63 4438.0 29 3 32 411 “Tr ae $i 31.9 |OIST. oF COL 
426 29) 7S 90 63 63 41.3 113 ‘ “4 613 | 130 272 13 7 26.51 FIRST cir 
4 63 ? 32 is 6 31.2 10 . , 42 é 24 12 - 25.7 | sare 
232 151 49 $1 22 2 (36 74 , é 321 7 436183 23 6 | MASSACHUSETTS 
16 ° 2 2 1 4 : é : " 30 " 10 $ 10 
7 17 ‘ 3 5 , . é . ' “ 23 is ‘ 1 107.9 | gNQDE ISLAND 
80 $1 e 2 17 23 «63.2 17 ? 5 174 23 37 $3 37.9 | PUERTO RICO 
1.298 860 235 206 #166 £4237 «44.0 323 43 7211.425! 305 366 46730 263 33.0] seco Cie 
92 66 24 16 “4 2 35.9 25 . , 95 T 42 x] 16 430.7 | cHRNECTIAT 
68 $2 34 ‘ 7 3 M48 16 . 2 60 36 22 1s S 22.0) Yom » 
446 292 $2 45 so) 01S 8S 90 37 26 421 3 oS 166 622 37.2/| se vom € 
$$) $1 9 6 73 63 (397 185 é er $38 “ 6164s? $30 «31 6 | Ne Yorn S 
85 79 21 27 10 21 36.3 ‘ : 2 252 | 130 50 52 20 «21.9 | New Yorn © 
4 10 5 2 : 3 : a : i 9 ‘ 13 17 S 32.5 | vera 
865 See 163 130 125 148 $2.0 225 “4 30 994 23% 257 261 240 32.2 THIRD CiR® 
40 16 1 ? ‘ 2 : 18 " 3 * 21 ‘ ‘ 3 25.5 | oeLawene 
230 160 73 26 37 “4 «(417 6 @ 5 393 6 112 108 7% 30.6) Nee JERSEY 
221 16 37 35 32 42.9 42 18 is 244 26 $2 72 % 39 3\ rom —Ê 
36 “6 27 ‘ * 3 192 é 3 " 30 5 13 ‘ 4 2 4\rom = 
173 108 12 2 21 sia? “6 13 é 170 1$ 37 $7 6i «391 | PENN. ow 
145 66 26 16 33 «O81 $7 . 2 121 73 3 J— 


TABLE D-? DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION GF All GEFDODANTS SEWING TYPE OF SEXYTEXCE SY DIS/RICT OORING THE TWELVE STE PERIOD OOCED JE 3D. 1979 


|. ae eee. | 
— 


3 2 2 


2 ST ESR 


RE aR=S° gas S' ~2°ReR 


RRRASIGASS“ I=" SSRSR 


Sn-"sgnge' '°-'o°RsR 


gotoggagacsasogness 


#.4i7 


aSSBSRSSRSE““BSSER 


Brena: ' 


sh°°Ssnane-°°rn-as 


BO? (HOO RBOe= + 121 He 
— 


Jꝛeet zaea 3 


zarzarzzaer ·a· eagze 


ganaegnas = 


*aarssze zꝛareazze 


10.291 


GRESESTSSRTESEGSEEE 


PASTS CIMCLIT 


FiIrTe CIMLIT 


CASTERS 
IAL 
, u“ 
VIS@OINIa CaSTERN 
VIROCTINIia VESTER 
»* VIROINI «a “OTTO 


+» VIRGINIA SOUTHER 


Ary 


TASLE D-? DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
SOSPSSITI OF AL DOS See TOPE OF STE FF OISTRICT ORI TE TELE STE PEI Pee APE BD. 1STS 


rirt™ cise 


eee FOR — 


ASSRIARSA 
SERRERW SA 


2="Ra2aR"° 


Ser ete enrer OF Gee Ne 


RURRRRSSRRARSRRASSR 
B°ewRARIRS RA" SRER” 


ERALAISSSRS RI SARAR 


STS"SSASOR R“SRASR™ 


ZR? ‘SBeseszsc~@ ° "2°s gz 


ze⸗aszgazaaaaergt 


| ’ 


BZerergre : 
= — 


Fearn ere Sea ⸗ 
—“ * —— 


— ⏑ö8— 


—ö— 


en eee 1 eo 


ES2ESR SS 
SARRSRY*S 


613 


R 


B?S"sSRrre 


™ os 6° 


eee enneee eFeneneaereer 


SSRSSRAESS Ssaceset 
RELASAR=RKOL"RAARA 


SIR“ SSR RR SS" SS 


SS" RERT RRO" S SEER 


RR“ "RERWSR™ MW SSSSR 


aa 


SRSAR-RASLARAREARES 


1.235 


EREgARTRRGSERR 


AIS 


TABLE D-) DEFENDANTS. US. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION GF al). CEFENDANTS SHINE TYPE GF SEXTEME GY DISTRICT CXWIMG THE TMELSE STE PERIOD OCED AME BD fPTS 


TPE SONTENE 

COMLIT aw O1STRICT 
— 

CIMLIT *24 
GENTUCE) CASTERS 262 6 ae i it 222 v4 ‘ 8 is 
SENTLCE) WESTER 64 16 os ¢ 7 ane ss * 2! bal ’ 
TIORIGAS CASTERS Se 24 243 I 30 toe 548 13 102 72 J 
TIOHIGAS LEP TERS 217 M4 . ‘ 163 lee ‘ is 10 
Galo “OFTWLAS 18* 73 60 I 12 WAS 334 I 2 25 . 
Gel MOK TwERS 313 35 24 . 1 ze 24s a a is 2 
TENNESSEE CASTERS 201 $1 a4 a 4 iw 134 ‘ 13 t ⸗ 
TENMESME 4 TERE 325 €? 2 ° $ Pee 214 12 32 ot . 
TENNERSEE ofS TERS ao4 72 a) . 6 332 276 3 4 22 ⸗ 

SEVENTH CIMCLIT 2.006 io 13 7 1.708 1.374 1 Oe 220 9 10 
ILL IWOIS “OTHERS 924 199 6s 10 MO 615 635 72 100 “ a 
1LLINOTS CENTRAL ? 2 19 2 ? I 133 i 26 . 2 
ILLINOIS SOUTHER 137 21 1% . 2 146 os 2 25 I . 
INDI AN« WORTHERS a4 “ 6 J 1* 3 x” ? : 
INDIANS SOL THER 206 19 . * 16 it } ° 
+I SOONSIS EASTER 226 37 29 ° J 16° i146 23 is 37 2 
eI SOONSIS ESTERS 73 1s * ° € Se 4¢ 3a . 3 1 

EIGHTH CIMCLIT 2.509 ei 304 16 7 2.028 1.738 ” 191 277 ‘ 
APLANSAS CASTERS 278 52 3 2 i 226 194 ‘ 26 2 
AMR ANSAS SESTERS 166 2 13 . . 147 129 ‘ 4 4! . 
[Ona WORTHER'S ee Ht 4 ° 2 70 65 i ‘ i2 . 
[Owe SOK THER 305 $1 47 I a 2% 219 . 29 197 ⸗ 
“1 NWEROT A 307 3e aa . 5 269 222 ? 40 ‘ 
718808! EASTER 225 25 16 } ‘ 200) 163 17 29 € . 
TIGR eR] ESTERS €27 190 167 11 12 47 376 $i 16 . ! 
NE BR ASKS 155 22 ⸗ 5 i128 ite i 13 16 ‘ 
NORTH DAKOTA 137 13 ‘ ; 7 124 106 $ 13 2 . 
SOUTH DAhOTA 221 46 3% i 12 i732 1% a 4 29 2 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


DISPOSITION OF All DEFENDANTS SHOMING TYPE OF SEXTEMCE SY DISTRICT DURING THE THELVE “SOXTH PERIOD EWED ANE 30. 1979 
TYPE SEXTEMCE ( CONTIMLED ) 
REL LAR IWRISOWMENT «| SONTHS) OTPER SEXTEW ES PROBATION ( SOVTHS ) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
i3 $e oe AVG SPLIT | INDE- YCA i = 25 37 ave CIRCLIT & 
Tem: | Teme | axp | sex- | sex- |remu-| on Temc | vem DISTRICT 
35 ss | over | TeExce2 waves | OS | ToraL{ 12 24 36 6| «OVER 
253 «#230 04606278 séS 8 230 02Cfs« SR s3 | 1.222] 284 410 365 1663 26.4] SIXTH CIR 
33 30 31 «(49.3 24 9 s 37 3 10 é 16 6.40.8 | KENTUCKY E 
1S6 106 31 31 16 2 «448.1 32 Tr ° 237 | (121 78 19 19 «21.1 | KENTucKY & 
412 278 70 92 6S si 40.3 73 S$ é 229 2 0? 71 17 26.1 | SICHIGAN E 
6! aT s ĩ é 6 65.2 9 4 4 112 9 26 $7 16 33.0 | SICHIGAN & 
176 * 27 17 2c 32 (51.9 42 29 TT 160 2 42 76 3% 6034.0 | onIO 
157 127 20 13 32 62 73.0 23 1 é 104 23 31 42 6 2. S\omtos 
60 37 ‘ — 10 “4 669 4 23 é 64 is 27 12 7 25.3 | TeE-wesser € 
115 66 iS 19 22 32 (76.5 17 7 3 117 46 27 19 25 26.3 | TENNESSEE *» 
168 110 35 33 29 i2 31.0 “6 9 3 142 4 $0 63 15 30.8 | TENNESSEE © 
922 624 740 2 683 90 220 33 35 695/| 120 153 195 227 36.1] SEVENTH Cie 
446 299 “6 “9 67 Ss? 42.1 129 3 13 328 21 59 69 159 42.6] ILLINOIS N 
79 59 13 PY is 19 «39.5 1S 1 4 73 10 12 18 33 40.7 | ILLINOIS C 
69 49 10 9 10 20 100.4 1S ‘ 1 “6 1 4 27 14 «640.8 | ILLINOIS s 
135 90 16 20 16 38 «(60S 26 ‘ 13 60 16 9 24 1) «631.1 | ONDIANA § 
10S 66 13 16 1S 22 66 27 s 4 72 17 2 24 S 26.5 | INDIANA S 
49 3 21 ‘ S 4 37.3 12 3 . 101 $1 33 13 4 20.7 | WISCONSIN E 
39 27 1S 6 1 5 B23 4 J 1S ‘ 10 . 1 20.4 | WISCONSIN & 
927 676 142 e ſ nr c 182 32 37 s60| 349 225 212 74 )«=621.5 | EtGHTH CIR. 
143 8? 17 % 19 1S 37.9 $3 1 2 71 9 18 35 9 31.2) ARKANSAS £ 
49 35 ii 7 ¢ 3276 4 ° ° $7 is 22 17 ~ 21.6 | ARKANSAS & 
19 16 1 ‘ 6 $ ° 1 . 2 39 13 4 s 4 23.7] 10wa WN. 
102 77 10 “4 33 20 «55.6 TT 7 . 45 13 13 14 S$ 26.6] low S. 
187 153 40 43 30 00 «(431 26 2 4 78 13 42 19 4 26.1 | MINNESOTA 
129 92 4 a 36 41 68 3 19 4 4 65 . ‘ 36 25 44.01) SISSOURI E 
126 84 24 16 20 2 «658.3 22 12 . 302} 243 21 33 S 8.6] SISSOURI — 
$3 39 4 i ‘ 6 32.2 6 3 $ 58 10 25 16 4 27.2 | NEBRASKA 
64 “4 10 20 4 5 40.9 16 3 1 58 2 35 is 3 28.0] NORTH DAKOTA 
$$ 49 ii 15 16 7 37.4 ĩ i 87 26 28 16 15 25.5 | SOUTH DAKOTA 
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TABLE D-? DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF All DEFPEDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SEXYTENCE SY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PEXIOD OWED JUNE 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


NINTH CIRCUIT.. 


TABLE D-? DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITICN GF All DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SEXYTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE SONTHE PERIOD DWED JUNE 30 
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TABLE D-7 FELONY DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
WI SPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS ITH FELONY CHARGES SY TYPE OF SEXTEXXE SY DISTRICT DURING THE THELYE SETH PERIOD OGED AME 3D. 1979 


NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
CIRCLIT aN® DISTRICT | 
— 
oN 
TOTAL aL. DISTRICTS 29 453 5.843 4.703 s7 1.063 | 23.600 | 19.479 701 0 (« 3.430 536 7 
DISTRICT OF COLU™BIA 763 as 69 a 16 601 0 7] * 
FIRST CIRCUIT eo 155 110 , “ 637 703 is TT 32 2 
une 121 17 1s ‘ 2 104 $3 . TT , ' 
SASS ACHUSETTS 475 ar) ' 2 “il 333 12 & is ; 
NE> HASPSHI RE a7 ‘ ‘ . . 43 Me 1 ‘ 2 , 
RHOOE ISLAND 6 ul 7 . ‘ $3 rt 1 12 . : 
PUERTO RICO 285 $9 45 2 “ 26 201 ‘ 21 “ . 
SECOND CIRCUIT 2.787 «78 309 2 87 2.279 1 900 2 351 70 13 
CONNECTICUT 191 20 1s . s 171 1s . is 2 . 
NE YORK NOSTHERS 143 23 19 " 3 120 113 ' ‘ 12 3 
NE® YORK EASTERN 660 153 121 . 32 707 S61 5 M1 30 5 
NEe YORK SOUTHERN 1.268 230 190 . 40 1.038 672 T) 147 19 5 
NE> YORK WESTRN 239 39 * 200 163 3 “ ? ' 
VERSONT * 13 10 . 3 43 38 . ‘ . : 
THIRD CIRCUIT 1.692 359 272 rT 69 1,533 1.20 er) 250 “ ‘ 
DELAbARE 60 ‘ é . . 4 “ . ‘ . . 
NE JERSEY 466 1S 33 3 19 291 44 ' “ * ' 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN $00 61 0 1S 439 3468 “4 77 19 . 
PENNSYLVANIA “IDOLE 92 10 ‘ . 2 a2 75 2 ? 10 . 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 415 66 1 20 328 255 ‘ 69 ‘ 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 35¢ 120 100 7 3 | 863 174 20 45 3 $ 
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TABLE BD) FELONY PEPENMANTS. US. DISTRICT COLUSTS 
DIGITS FF AL RPDS SI TOE OF GETIME IN TE TLS eS Pe oo ANE SD. OPTS 


tT T 
oT 2— RN CTD a> SEYTENCED rE soETcE 
CORQUTT © SISTEICT ace TTD rita OF eric 
yore. * Qn * 
— | wor | ots. wo Me 
DaNTS —R oom | ‘ 
— sa meee, —— ome ona 
PORTE CIRCUIT 2.283 ane 1 rn 1. 1am wo 265 2 3 
“ARTLAM ow 131 io” . 22 34 oh ii he : . 
~~ CARLING CASTER ae +“ 7 2 ‘ Pate} 13% ”» 3. : ; 
” CARMI OES 210 21 17 3 I ie i” 10 33 ° . 
CAROLINA ENTERS ott $2 #0 . 13 213 182 5 * 
STH CARMINA * 7 oe : 7 aus re) ‘ re) 5 : 
VI@GINI« CASTERS 331 $$ ae } e Pe) 233 17 ae 14 
VIRGINIA WESTERN 2 * 23 3 13 * 2 1 
» VIRGIN. « NORTHERN a 29 12 . * bad 45 ° i“ 2 . 
» VIRGINIA SORTER i 24 21 3 182 Lal 2 20 } 2 
rirt™ Crmcurt Ta 1.533 1. 20% * ae 5.765 ‘7° 163 nee * 21 
ALABAMA NOWTWER? “ae $7 “ . J #01 $ ” ‘ , 
ABA OLE im 22 15 . 7 162 73 ° 31 a . 
ALABAMA SCR THER 1 22 17 . $ ihe $3 ; 2 2 ° 
FLOR Da NORTHERS 123 33 2 . ‘ - 6) } at . } 
PLOBTDa SIME 571 116 71 2 43 455 310 ‘ i398 ’ } 
FLOR Da SOR THER 7$1 195 139 15 4) SM 422 23 it ? a 
GEDBC ls SOPTHERS 412 116 7 ‘ 27 302 228 8 $8 : 2 
GEORGI 4 SBOE 102 27 is ’ rs * 20 : 
CEDRC i 4 SOUTHERN ioe 42 27 15 i 105 ‘ 4? - ' 
LAR TSI ANA EASTERN 383 59 42 I ié 2 249 ° 45 11 ! 
LAR 181 aNe TIDE 43 2 } ° } 4) 37 . a . 
LOL TS aNA WESTERN 130 24 21 ° a 1O6 37 I ‘ 2 I 
SISSISSIPP! NORTHERS 6) 14 J ’ 67 52 } 4 . . 
TISSISSIPP! Scu THER 73 15 ii ‘ 5* bod) . . : I 
TEXAS “SOPTHERS 554 77 oe . 11 477 439 5 * ? : 
TEXAS EASTERN T * 23 . 3 132 TT 2 19 2 
TEXAS SOUTHERN 1.012 324 273 2 7 1.78 1.328 35 138 20 5 
TEXAS WESTERN 1,011 327 * 21 one $84 32 oo 13 3 
CANAL ZONE jae 4 i 167 134 6 17 4 I 
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TABLE D-7 FELONY DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION GF DEFENDANTS WITH FELONY CHARGES SY TYPE OF SEXTEXCE 81 DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE “SONTH PERIGD OWED JUNE 30. 1979 


NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SEXTEXCE 
CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT AOU ITTED 
Jun JURY 

SIXTW CIRCUIT 2.961 tos 556 $ 107 2.313 1.961 27 325 €s ‘4 
KENTUCKY EASTERN 232 53 42 i 10 179 132 ‘ 43 - I 
KENTUCKY WESTERN 356 69 76 2 it 269 246 I 20 ii - 
“ICHIGAN EASTERN 615 22 223 I 26 363 457 * 97 10 I 
SICHIGAN WESTERN 1 32 26 - ‘4 154 135 ‘4 15 4 - 
GIO NORTHER. 404 70 Se I i 334 309 i 24 17 - 
GaIO SOUTWERS 24 35 24 : 11 259 226 3 30 4 2 
EASTERN 183 34 22 - 12 9 106 ° 13 3 : 
IDOLE 197 36 3 - ‘4 1S9 126 3 30 2 ° 
TE NESSEL sESTERS 342 65 49 - 16 277 222 2 $3 7 - 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 1.760 264 176 12 76 1.516 1.215 60 225 47 7 
ILLINOIS NORTHERN #60 104 $9 10 35 7S Se4 69 103 3e 2 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL 164 22 4 I 7 142 ii ° 28 3 2 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 122 is i6 . 2 104 79 2 23 I ° 
INDIANA NORTHERN 230 47 35 i 11 163 142 $ 3 - i 
INDIANA SOUTWERN 165 25 16 - * 160 150 : 10 ° . 
«I SOONSIN EASTERN 18 34 26 6 122 102 3 17 5 2 
SI SOONS IN WESTERN 63 4 6 : 6 49 40 J * 
EIGHTH CIRCLIT 1.692 272 205 3 64 1.420 1.201 40 179 a4 ‘ 
ARKANSAS LASTERS 219 36 27 I 10 161 151 2 26 i . 
ARKANSAS GESTERN 112 19 12 ° 7 93 79 ° 4 I . 
10ea NORTHERN 65 15 13 . 2 $0 46 ° $ 3 ; 
[Gea SOUTHERN ' 163 29 25 i 3 134 103 3 * 2 . 
MINNESOTA 275 32 27 . 5 243 197 7 39 “ . 
SISSOUR! EASTERN 207 21 15 1 5 166 152 15 19 5 - 
SISSOUR! WESTERN 212 43 33 : 10 169 150 ‘4 15 - i 
135 24 20 - ‘4 it} oe i 12 4 I 
NORTH DAKOTA 12) 12 5 . 7 109 97 5 7 2 . 
SOUTH DAKOTA 163 39 26 ° i 144 126 3 13 16 2 


TABLE D-7? FELONY DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
SPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS GITP FE CHARGES BY TYPE OF SEXTEMCE SY DISTRICT DURING THE THELYE SONTH PERIOD OWED JUNE 30. 


1979 

| TYPE SENTENCE 

REGULAR IMPRISONENT (SONTES ) OTHER SENTENCES PROBATION ( SUNTHS ) 

TO IMPRISONMENT 
ror | : 13 3% | 60 ave. | spurt |owme- | wea , 13 23s | 37 AVG CIRCUIT «6 
iwats-! Tem | Teme | reece | axwp | sex- | sex- /rexu-!| on Tem | Tem | Teec | aww | SexX- | DISTRICT 

osent | vorau ! 12 35 ss | over | Tence2?| Tewesinates | vos | tora] 12 24 36 | Over | TENCE? 
— 

1 406 943 197 206 4246224 «#29276 § «653.1 233s $2 635 so 462330 319043) 32.4 | SIXTH CIR 
1S? 115 2 32 26 31 508 29 9 ‘ 21 2 3 3 13 46.4 |KENTUCKY E£ 
145 * 24 30 16 2 «OS 4 27 T 9 113 16 62 16 17 29.3 |KENTUCKY & 
365 261 58 32 62 8 41.2 63 $$ é 167 T &2 * 16 29.8 
57 31 5 4 é 6 71.2 s 4 4 $3 3 22 5! 17 34.6 |SICHIGAN & 
168 9 2 17 19 32 344 36 29 + 149 16 35 67 31 34.7 lonIO X 
‘S46 124 17 13 32 62 747 23 " é 89 is 26 40 6 29.3 lonIOSs 
76 % ‘ « rT: 3 36.7 T 23 é 40 5 16 12 7 30.5 |TEXNESSeEr & 
102 80 ‘ T 22 32 63.5 12 7 3 $$ 5 T i7 22 39.9 |TEXNESSEE = 
162 108 35 31 29 13 312 42 9 3 108 7 2% $3 12 31.8 |TENNESSEE 6 
66) 615 170 152 13) 162 51.0 199 33 34 58! 69 120 179 «©0233 38.5 | SeVENTs cre 
431 300 se 89 67 %“ 416 113 5 13 285 1S 39 63 148 44.5 /|TLLINOIS N 
77 * 13 ° rT ie Sea TT \ 3 60 2 16 16 32 45.0 |ILLINOIS C 
64 ? ‘ ® 10 20 104.2 12 4 " 39 " 2 22 14 42.3 |TLLINOIS s 
1233 | a 20 20 is a «S84 23 4 13 49 ‘ @ 22 10 33.7 |INDIANA N 
100 | 65 13 1S 15 2 «48 8 23 ‘ ‘ 60 ? 24 24 S 29 1 /|UNDIANA S 
40 ze 16 ‘ $ 3 424 9 3 : 75 4 26 12 3 21.8 |WISCONSIN E 

* 24 12 é , 5 . ‘ ‘ . 13 2 10 . | 22.2 |WISCONSIN & 

870 661 iM 172 , et ae 140 32 37 $12 so 0162s 200 7) «33.1 | GlorTe cir 

im | $1 “4 35 16 ‘4 387 47 2 49 3 5 33 S 35.2 |ARKANSAS E 
71 33 10 ‘ ? 6 37.5 4 . . 45 6 22 17 ~ 26.0 |ARKANSAS & 
19 16 , 4 é 5 . , . 2 26 é 10 ‘ 4 28.1 |t0wa NS 

“9 76 9 4 33 20 862 16 7 . 33 $ in 13 5 30.9 liom s 

175 | 1S 42 42 30 00 «642.6 1S 2 ‘ 68 a 18 4 27.3 |sinvesora 

119 —* 3 ‘ 38 41 68S TT ‘ 4 62 : 4 52 25 44.5 |NISSOURI & 

116 | $3 24 iS 2 2% 55.5 13 12 5 $2 3 3 8 $ 33.7 [MISSOURI © 
$2 | 39 4 T ‘ 6 32.0 s 3 $ 54 7 27 16 4 28.2 |NEBRASKA 

59 42 ‘ 20 y $ 42.5 12 3 1 46 : 30 16 » 28.1 |NORTH DAKOTA 
$3 47 Py 15 16 7 38.5 s . i 73 20 24 TT 14 6.9 |SOUTH DAKOTA 


TABLE D-7? FELONY DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS WITH FELONY CHARGES BY TYPE OF SENTENCE SY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE NOWTH PERIOD DWED JUNE 30. 1979 
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TABLE D-) FELON) DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF DEFEDANTS SITE FELONY CHARGES SY TYPE OF SEXTEXCE SY DISTRICT DORING THE TWELVE SONTE PERIGCD DOSED AME BD. 1979 


TWEE STE 
REGULAR INPRISHOENT (SONTHS ) om SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS) 
IPR] SOMENT 
TOTAL Ta 7 a3 7 36) @® 67 ave | SLIT [ie- | veo Tis] a] aia | we 
— T= T= [= saw —— - - oe = Te = Ssa- 
MET TOTAL! 2 — 3S OVER TEXE? TEXE) TEX 0 —— ——— 1 2 3 OE TEED 
i 4 om 7 — RS a Sa - . oe 
T 4 
2.631 | 1.645 ee nn ee ee ee ee) ee 266 
zi! 6 ‘ ‘ 2 $ . ‘ . 2 25 3; — 5 3 me 
aus | 5% 95 — * ey «26 7 6 23 220 * a 85 oe me 
258 197 34 40 zs as 66 $2 2 7 118 4 30 x a 32 
TT 130 23 24 ot ST «29 3 13 12 173 16 19 * J «429 
— aes 146 ee 70 143 57.6 13) M 20 333 38 6! 152 141 2 
475 315 im £0 $$ % 323 #0 53 17 190 19 zs * os m4 
7 19 5 $ 5 4 . 15 T 2 49 2 2 5 o s39 
$1 23 T $ 3 6 we 22 1 3 41 3 10 Pa 4 33.7 
2 * é . é 1 " $$ : 16 9 i 2s 
$7 42 7 e 3 2 73.5 i3 - i $0 ii by 15 19 38.2 
122 76 12 2s 1S 21 «62.2 ot 16 ‘ a ‘6 2 3 2 6463 
$2 2s ° 13 2 4 223 1s ‘ s 25 3 5 12 5 3 
— 149 6! 23 33 22 (408 27 12 10 126 8 * 64 a 
20 16 2 2 ? ĩ 3 . 20 ‘ é ‘ 6 336 
$ 5 2 2 1 . . . . . ‘ " . 2 1 33.5 
713 i 461 91 124 iM 132 50.0 se 103 41 445 43 77 204 121 6.5 
7 
37 | (108 27 24 33 25 (47.1 17 ‘ ? 106 12 12 — “« ma 
120 | 33 20 $ " 7 me ) 7 ? 59 7 1S 30 7 32.7 
169 130 1 of $1 <a 60M 33 . é “6 3 3 a 6 «3 =X1CO 
4s 35 3 17 “ 6 232.2 “ 2 2 34 1 10 24 es 2) ‘ 
a as 2 4 ? is 748 . . 2 27 " ! 17 * 6 c 
22 92 24 2 21 21 «43.2 , 12 ° 46 5 ° 20 12 35.5 . 
62 33 4 10 6 13 i 11 13 5 $1 4 17 zs 21 34.5 Tan 
15 11 : 2 6 3 ° . I 3 26 . 10 4 2 32.8 (evORI™M 
4 
(NOLODES SENTENCES OF SORE THAN 6 SONTHS en ARE TO BE FOLLOWED 4. TITLE 16 0 S.C. 4205 B (1) AND (2) 
we) 4 TERY OF PROBATION (SIKED SENTEWES ) 5 TITLE 168 €.8.C. 5010 (Ow) 
WOT COMPLTED WHERE “OMBER EXCLIDES SPLIT SENTEXCES ‘ 
[NOETERYINATE SENTENCES AND YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER SENTENCES 


4 SPLIT SENTEWE ITS 4 SENTENCE ON 4 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 SONTHS OF LESS 
IN & JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION. POLLOWED BY A TERN OF PROBATION. 16 - S.C. 365! 
INCLADED IN THESE FIGURES ARE “IXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 
SONTHS OF LESS ON | COUNT. TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERN OF PROBATION ON 1 OF 


N41 


ALL CRITISal CASES PEON OF 


Tamir D-é Cases 


JUNE 30 


tS. DISTRicT CARTS 


1979 BY JOR ⏑⏑ DISTRICT 


CIRCLIT aw DISTRICT 


TOTAL all DISTRICTS 
DISTRICT OF CORA“HlA 
FIRST CIMLIT 


VIRGIN ISLANDS 


One) 

15. i246 70 460 223 6! 1.o3s 473 2.229 212 
24 2 is 3 1 6 $ 26 
503 * 3 I 100 zs 97 ‘ 
eo I : ! 20 3 7 : 
309 e . ° 72 23 $$ 3 
21 ° I . I i 7 : 
oe . . ! 3 . 16 I 
125 i 2 ° ‘ 2 12 ° 

1.721 i $1 . ! 166 75 an 7 
*4 $ : : 7 10 30 i 
100 : . I . 2 10 4 2 
—8 27 ‘ I 72 20 we I 
640 : 10 3 . 70 27 132 2 
14) : 7 ° : is . ‘4 I 
77 2 . ⸗ 2 . 5 : 
743 * 33 20 6 6 26 16% 7 
20 2 . . ! i a . 
226 10 6 ! 21 * 69 a 
171 ° ‘ : 16 ‘ 42 2 
59 . : . ° 2 3 15 . 
120 . 2 . ° 10 5 30 2 
145 * 10 0 ? 30 ‘ 6 . 


TaMt D-¢ Cases 
Al CRISIMAL CASES POON Gi JME 30 


tS. SISTRICT CNTs 


1979 BY AJR GYENSE a OISTRICT 


GENERAL OFFENSES - -CONTIMED Tia Graces 
DAPCA (DRUG) Lass 
POLE BEAPONS LQ 
an CONTROL - aNd Ie - INTER - 
CANTER > SS Nal 
PEITING SIME 
1.265 1.125 2.067 +e4 €23 62s 2 065 763 e ize 1.001 
16 ¢ 46 MM is . 26 ° : ‘ 
€7 21 4* i7 3s I 4? 31 I t 4? 
10 2 2 ! t . I I . $ 
34 ii 20 13 20 I 31 ‘ i e i 
3 I : 2 I . 3 : ° ° ! 
it ° ‘ I 3 . ‘ i ° . i 
* ? 22 2 ° . 10 25 . ° 2 
130 37 422 77 59 ° iM 65 ° $$ 97 
10 . . ‘ J 7? 2 ⸗ 
3 2 3 3 7 : ‘ 31 ⸗ ‘ 12 
37 22 225 26 i . 33 ii ° 37 el) 
71 * 176 25 24 . $1 7? ° 11 23 
5 2 7? . ‘ ° 10 I ° 3 16 
‘ 3 3 7 ‘4 ⸗ 27 13 : ° 17 
* 23 60 2 32 2 101 7 . i 39 
J 2 2 2 ! . 2 . . . . 
23 3 17 * . ⸗ 15 2 . I 4 
15 ‘ 22 7 . . 10 } ° ° 16 
3 2 . i i . 36 . . . 2 
27 ‘ 19 2 $ . . ° ° : $ 
7 . : ! * 2 — ‘ : . 2 


CISLTT aw OISTRICT 


TOTRL all DISTRICTS 
DISTRICT GF CALM 
FIRST CIMT 


Dé Cases ( S SSTROCT Cer 
— ae MS DD. 97S Mi MA STOSE a OSTRICT 


COMLIT &© OreTeecT 


PATH CIMT 


~rrLAw 

~~ Cami Casta 
~~ Camis TIES 
~~” Camiwe “ESTER 
STR CAROLINe 
IMGT la CASTER 
SIME TNI a VETER 

»* SION ia WOT 
» SIR ST 


rirTe cimiir 


Abas “OTHERS 


z * * oa 

33% ; ié 10 - | 2 ? @2 + 
* 1 t j 2 1 iS 2 
52 - i3 : € 4 7? } 
1 } is 2 - $ 2 11 3 

iia 2 ‘ - } > ? 22 3— 

ie? - . $ - | * | 35 j 
$1 ‘ 2 - 4 ‘ ? ? 
* J J 
te j - ’ $ 3 14 

O26 ‘ $1 * 14 | 138 75 te “a 

— 

5 - - | is ‘ 16 11 
43 - i - 2 - ‘ J 
37 - 1 - ' 1 2 7 ! 
Fe - - I - 2 1 7? - 

16 - 3 3 - | — ‘ 38 2 

723 | 12 1 13 , 11 *o 7 

180 2 5 j - ’ $ 37 7 
62 - ‘ - - 3 5 2 
32 ° 2 i - BI i - 1 

i” ‘ I - ti ‘ 6 1 
25 . I - . 1 3 e i 
53 - i . 1 * 2 7 ‘ 
24 - . I i - - 5 - 
a4 - - i - 1 I 12 i 

193 - $ 2 - 13 — 44 
6) - - . - it - 12 3 

™ - | ‘ - 13 21 4! ’ 

346 2 4 * 6 ‘ 23 2 
oo } i a 14 22 2 6 - 


GENERAL OFFENSES --CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) Laws 
FORGERY wEAPONS Liquor 
AND AND CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
COUNTER - 
97 32 $7 35 71 72 100 3 ' s 87? FOURT* CIRCUIT 
6 1 ze 1S 1 “6 20 . . 2 so | saRYLAND 
19 3 ‘ ‘ 7 1 3 . 1 1 13 | MO. CAROLINA EASTERN 
10 ; 2 2 3 . 3 1 . . - | NO. CAROLINA BIDDLE 
10 1 : 2 5 = 2 1 . ' - | NO. CAROLINA WESTERN 
13 10 3 3 16 - 12 . . , 3 | SOUTH CAROLINA 
is € 17 ‘ 1s 22 28 1 . . 6 | VIRGINIA EASTERN 
é . : 3 7 1 2 . . . 4] VIRCTALA WESTERN. 
1 . 2 2 ' . 12 . . . 2] 6. VIRGINIA NORTHERN 
7 ' . é 2 is . . . 9 | W. VIRGINIA SOUTHER: 
262 365 446 98 15! 38 si4 244 2 1s 41 FIFTH CIRCUIT 
24 . ‘ 2 3 2 ‘ . . = 6 | ALABAMA NORTHERN 
$ s 1 . 2 16 ‘ . . . - | aLaBaMa SIDOLE 
s 3 : ' 5 . 1 . 1 . - | aLABaMA SOUTHERN 
? é s ‘ 2 = 24 . : . - | FLORIDA NORTHERN 
25 22 20 ? ; . 17 2 . 3 4] FLORIDA SIDOLE 
67 7S 214 T 17 . 125 47 . 7 28 | FLORIDA SOUTHERN 
T 3 13 é 6 . 2 1 . . 2 | GEORGIA NORTHERN 
3 3 " : ‘ 2 ‘ . . . 10 | GEORGIA SIDOLE 
2 ‘ 2 . 5 5 j . . " 4 | GEORGIA SOUTHERN 
12 $ “4 T 6 . is 3 . . 20 | LOUISIANA EASTERN 
7 2 1 2 : . " : . . 4 | LOUISIANA SIDOLE 
‘ " 1 2 : 4 . . . 6 | LOUISIANA WESTERN 
‘ : : . ‘6 . é . . " 2 | “ISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 
‘ 2 1 ! é . " . : 1 2 | MISSISSIPPI SOUTHER 
20 ® 23 Tr * cr) ‘ . : S| TEXAS NORTHERN 
* 
25 12% %6 “4 32 2 189 132 . . 28 | TEXAS SOUTHERN 
ie | 72 “4 22 19 1J 31 $3 " 13 | TEXAS WESTERN 
20 6 2 . 1 4 " : : 1 | CANAL ZONE 


> 


TABLE D-8 CASES U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRINING”. CASES PEXDINMG ON JUNE 30. 1979 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 


J GENERAL GFFENSES 
CiIRLIT aN DISTRICT 
alTo 
TOTAL THEFT 
—=— 

SikTH CIRCLIT 53 19 4 224 29 
SENTLOE) EASTER 91 - 7 3 2 2 5 13 . 
SENTRY BESTE $5 . 2 . . 24 3 + « 
SICHIGAN CASTERS 337 ° 9 7 I 19 7 60 : 
“ICHIGAS SESTERS 19 3 + I « 5 29 . 
0 NORTHEES ila . 13 2 . 13 il 24 ‘4 
GHIO SOUTHERN 67 11 12 3 
TENNESSEE EASTIR' is . - - : I 6 . 
TENVESSEE IDOLE ae 3 . : 6 I 20 7 
TENNESSEE SESTERS 137 : 5 3 : 12 6 26 2 

SEVENTH CIRCLIT a35 3 11 * I 76 33 161 9 
ILLINOIS NOWTHERS 521 2 3 4 - 47 19 84 
ILLINOTS CENTRAL “4 . . : I ‘4 2 9 i 
ILLINOIS SOUTHER. “4 . I . ° 3 4 11 I 
INDIANA NOPRTHERS Se . 2 . - 6 2 7 3 
INDIANA SOUTHERN Se ° 3 . - 5 I « ! 
+I SOONSIN EASTER 74 I . 2 . 7 2 23 I 
+ISOONSIN VESTER 33 . . 2 ° 4 3 e 2 

EIGHTH CIMCLIT 599 13 27 30 10 se 2€ 101 15 
AMLANSAS LASTER 61 ° 2 ° ° « i 4 2 
APLANSAS SES TERS 26 ° 2 . ° ‘4 5 6 2 
[Cea NORTHERN 12 i . ° . 2 . 4 1 
1Oea SOUTHER $1 ° I 2 ° 7 ° 16 I 
SINNESOTA 92 ° i4 2 - ‘4 5 16 1 
SISSHUR! LASTERS “4 . 2 I ° * 3 6 2 
SISSOUR! WESTELN 139 I 5 i . ® 7 4 2 
“MEBRASAS 60 ° ° 1 I 12 ° 14 ‘4 
NORTH DAKOTA 32 I . 2 ‘4 3 2 J . 
SOUTH DAKOTA 70 10 i 21 5 4 3 * ° 


° TamlLE 0-6 CASES U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PEXDING GA JUNE 30. 1979 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GENERAL OFFENSES - -CONTIM ED SPECIAL CFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) Lass 
HORGEF? eEAPONS LIQUOR 
aw Iweul - INTER - CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT 
NAL 


RVEME 


i3 99 31 70 4 109 i4 : 6 57 

i) ° 2 : 1s : is 1 : : 10 

10 3 3 - ‘ - ⸗ 
69 ‘ $9 20 20 : 20 5 - ¢ in 
12 2 13 $ $ i * 3 - 2 7 
i4 i t 2 * 10 
$ : i I 2 . 10 : : : i 

5 : : - 3 : 2 : - ° i 

i 2 t I % 3 12 I - . ‘ 
34 1 9 . 3 . 22 2 : . 10 
ws i4 197 1s $9 i 71 31 ° 7 37 
49 « 170 ‘ 36 ° 2 22 3 21 
12 ° ‘4 I 3 ° 7 ‘4 ° 2 2 
e i i ‘ 3 : t . : 2 J 

3 I 10 2 ¢ ° 5 i ° ° 3 

1 3 e ‘4 3 : 7 2 ° . 2 
15 - ‘6 - 3 1 6 i - - ‘ 
3 . - - 3 ° ‘ 1 : : 2 

72 13 37 21 30 39 72 ? - 3 24 
12 2 * ° - . 7 - ° ° ‘ 
3 . . . 1 : 3 - - - 2 

- - 1 1 1 - - - - - i 

3 - 2 : 2 - ? 3 : 2 5 

‘ 5 4 ‘ ‘ - 10 - - 1 ‘ 

10 1 t 5 ‘ . ¢ . - : : 
19 ‘ 2 “ ? 36 21 1 . . 2 
12 i 3 - 1 : ¢ 3 : : 2 
6 : 1 1 3 . 6 : - : . 

3 - - 1 3 1 ¢ : . : ‘4 


SIXTH CIRCLIT 


TABLE D-6 CASES US OISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PEXOING GH JUNE 30. 1979 BY SAJGR CO FEXSGE AW DISTRICT 


GEERAL OFFE SES — 

CIRCUIT aw DISTRICT 
auTo 
FRAUD 
SIVTH CIRCUIT 138 s7 4a8 34 
— — — 35 - i 2 - 4 2 5 - 
ari 70% 730 10 4 16 3 s i! ae s 
CALIPORS I 4 NORTHERS 211 1 s bY 3 10 10 47 2 
CALIPORAI 4 EASTERN 223 1 is 5 - is 13 30 2 
CALIPORNI 4 CENTRAL eve - ae t 2 4! 2s 142 12 
CALIPORNI 4 SOUTHERN 1.317 i3 7 - 1 5 M4 4 
Haeall 674 - 2 I 1 7 1 is - 
IDAHO - - 2 - 3 i — 
WmvTaMs 31 3 i 3 2 € 2 3 
“EV aDa ee - 11 i - 4 - 23 - 
OREGON. 113 2 4 3 - 12 s 33 2 
SASHINGTON CASTERS 7 I 4 1 1 1 1 3 I 
+ASHINOTON SESTERN 217 - 11 3 - it . 40 2 
aa"™ 4) 11 i 5 - i - 2 i 
WOPTWERS “ARI ANAS + - 1 2 2 ° ° ° ⸗ 
TENTH CIRCUIT 901 2 is i? 3 $3 26 114 17 
COLORADD 432 - ¢ 4 - 4 ‘ 25 e 
RawSas 90 - 1 ‘ - 3 10 15 1 
“E> Wilco 137 1 2 3 2 12 5 10 7 
COALANO™,. NORTHERN 7 1 i 12 - 
CALABO™. EASTER 15 - - - - i 2 1 - 
ORLANO™, VESTER 76 - 1 2 - s 2 11 - 
Tan 7 i 5 i i 12 3 6 2 
vO" ING 25 - - 3 - 2 1 ‘ 1 


S 


. 1979 SY “AJGR GFEGE © DISTRICT 


S. OISTRICT CULeTS 


CIRCLIT a® DISTRICT 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


iit 4 
— —— 
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THis eens 


MAILING NON-SAILABLE MATERIAL 


OBSTRUCTING “AIL 
AND OTWER POSTAL REOULATIONS 


Tams 2-6 FELLA CASES CS. DISTRICT COAUTS 
FEL CRIMINAL CARES PEIN GCF AM 3D. 197 BS MAO GPE a DISTRICT 


CIMUIT a DISTRICT 
al FO 
Ture. 
TOTAL ali DISTRICTS 12.952 sue 
DISTRICT GF COLA™Bia 230 2 is $ ? 16 ‘ M ‘ 
PIesT CIMCLIT Ms : » 2 ! 67 is 6) ‘ 
uit $1 . ° ! is 2 ‘ . 
ASSA0CM BETTS 2a? * 41 10 “ a 
“E> RAS mE is i ° ° : 1} 4 . 
er | BLAND 4 ° ° 2 : 14 
PUERTO #100 ” ’ 2 ‘ 2 12 : 
MKD CIMLIT 1. 1 $1 J * *2 ? 
COPMECTICNT $3 $ : ? 0 »” t 
“> YOR “OFTHE 67 ° . 2 * 12 2 
> YORE EASTERN $73 1 27 * 42 1 ~ ' 
> YORE SOUTHERN 610 10 3 . te 23 123 2 
“> YORE WEN TERS 1M ? . 15 ‘ ee) ’ 
VERT 72 2 . 2 ° 4 . 
THIRD CIMCLIT 655 . aa 14 ° 7S 24 133 I 
* 
“E> JERSEY 165 10 a ’ i€ . “ 2 
PEYNSYLY ANT A EASTERN 159 « 2 16 . * 
PENNSYLVANIA TIDE * . . . 2 2 4 ° 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 113 3a . 10 5 a 2 
VIRGIN [SLANDS 142 * 10 2 ? _30 ‘4 4 


Tat D-é FEL Cases 


tS. SOSTRLcCT Cet 


CIMAIT aw OISTRICT 


PEL CRIMINAL CASES PEON GO AME SD. OISTS BY SA20R COFENEE AW DISTRICT 

GQ™MRaL GYEGES. CONTIN ED hia Gress 

POSTa. 
Lew OoTuEs 

— 

G37 * ae 
ié t i a4 is 2 . . ‘ 
6° Pad 40 17 32 24 31 } I 4 
10 2 2 } e I I : . i 
a4 10 20 11 20 ° 2 ‘ I I * 
3 | : 2 ! : 3 . . . - 
11 ‘ . $ ‘ i : : } 
* 1 2 2 ° » 25% . ‘ 
2 ™“ 418 77 * 121 ue 17 7 
10 ’ ‘ * 6 2 ° ! 
5] 2 3 3 ? - ‘ 27 . 12 
™“« 22 235 2 11 . 3% 10 . 13 77 
7 ? 173 25 24 $1 | 3 1s 
3 2 7? ’ 7 ° 16 1 i 4 
‘ 3 3 7 ‘ ° 25 12 : ° t 
22 oe 27 32 ° 101 7 . 24 
‘ 2 2 2 } ° 2 ° . . . 
23 2 7 ‘ . . 15 2 ° ‘ 
15 ‘ 22 15 . 10 I - 12 
3 2 : I I 30 : ° I 
277 ‘ 19 2 5 ° * 
? — * —R + : 2 


TOTAL ali DISTRICTS 
DISTWICT GF CKAA™Bla 


FIST CIMT 


TaBLE D-S FELONY CASES U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
JUNE 30. 1979 BY SAJGR GFFEXGE AN DISTRICT 


GENERAL OF FEXSES 
CIRCUIT aN DISTRICT 
ower - av'TO 
Tora /jwowcise | soseery | asseuur | gumcuamy | Lascpy | ZL FRAUD T=EFT 
FOURTH CIRCUIT Ts ‘ 6s J 2 $2 “4 30 
MARYLAND zM 1 16 3 - 12 ? ? 
™O CAROLINA EASTERN 9 2 é " - 2 n 2 
“MO. CAROLINA IDOLE $2 . 13 . - ‘ ‘ 1 
“O. CAROLINA WESTERN 60 ' 1s 2 - $ 2 3 
SOUTH CAROLINA 105 2 ‘ - 1 J é ‘ 
VIRGINIA EASTERS 129 . é 3 - 10 ‘ 1 
VIRGINIA WESTERN 47 . ‘ 3 - 2 ‘ ? 
* VIRGINIA NORTHERN 24 . - . . " i . 
* VIRGINIA SOUTHERN * 3 1 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 2.4% ‘ $0 23 6 1” 74 322 $3 
ALABAMA NOMTHERS . 3 . . 19 ‘ 1s T 
ALABAMA “IDOLE 23 . 1 . . 1 . ‘ 3 
ALABAMA SOUTHERN 27 . 1 . . 1 2 é " 
FLORIDA NORTHERS * 
FLORIDA SIDOLE 153 . $ 2 . , ‘ 2 2 
FLORIDA SOUTHERN 703 " 12 $ . T J 7S ? 
GEORG 1A NORTHERN 145 2 3 " . ‘ $ 33 ? 
GEORGIA “IDOLE 31 . ‘ - . 3 " 3 2 
GEORG 1A SOUTHERN 23 . 2 " . 3 " . " 
LOUISIANA EASTERN 108 . 3 " . , ‘ 8 i 
LOUISIANA SIDOLF . " . . " 3 ‘ " 
LOUISIANA WES TERN . " . 1 ? 2 $ 3 
SISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 22 . . " " - . 2 . 
SISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 27 . . 1 . 1 1 ? 1 
NORTHERN 166 . o 2 - 13 “ * 
TEXAS EASTERN $$ . . . - T - ‘ 3 
TEXAS SOUTHERN 730 . ‘ ‘ . 13 20 ‘ 
TEXAS WESTERN 313 - 2 3 . * ‘ 22 2 
CANAL ZONE 65 " " 1 4 13 2 5 - 
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1979 SY "AJG2 GFFEGE aw DISTRICT 


TABLE D-3 FELONY CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


FPELGSY CRININAL CASES PEOING GH AINE 30. 


PORTE CIRCUIT 
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TAMLE D-6 FELOW! CASES € SS. DISTRICT COLBTS 
JUNE 30. 1979 BY “AJGR GFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
CIRCEIT aN DISTRICT 

al TO 
THEFT 

SIXTH CIRCUIT $49 1 $3 1S 4 7 as 188 ae 
SENTUCKY EASTERN «2 . ? 2 2 * ? 
KENTUCKY SESTERN * 2 . . é 2 ‘ ‘ 
“ICHIGAN EASTERN 314 : 7 é 1 19 ? 71 . 
“IOKIGAS ESTERS 102 . 3 3 1 ‘ ‘ 27 - 
GHIO NORTWERS 109 . 13 2 - 13 TT 20 ‘ 
GHIO SOUTHER. 64 1 T . . 12 3 4 - 
TENNESSEE. CASTERS 13 . . . . - 1 2 - 
TEXMESSEE SIOLE 70 - 3 . . ‘ 1 4 ? 
TENNESSEE “ESTERS 131 . s 2 . 12 é 23 2 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 733 3 1 ? 1 77 32 129 ⸗ 
ô ] 504 2 3 3 . “ 19 * 
1LLINOIS CENTRAL $2 - 2 . 1 ‘ 2 , 1 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 40 . r . . 3 ‘ r i 
INDIANA NOSTTEERS $2 . 3 . . ‘ 2 ? 3 
INDIANA SOUTHERN $0 . 3 . . s 1 ‘ r 
eISCONSIN EASTERN 64 1 . 2 . ? 1 * 
— WESTERN 31 . . 2 . ‘ 3 ‘ 2 
LIGHTH CIRCLIT $12 13 27 2 10 * 2s 72 1s 
ARKANSAS EASTERN 7 2 . - “ 1 10 2 
ARKANSAS WESTERN 2s . 2 . - ‘ s ‘ 2 
[Oma NORTHERS T i . . . 2 - 3 r 
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- - - - - - 3 - - NORTHERN MARIANAS 
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CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT CRIMINAL CASES CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS 
TOTAL TRIABLE NON-TRIABLE TOTAL TRIABLE NON-TRIABLE 

TOTAL All DISTRICTS 15.124 4.351 10.773 21.417 6.971 14.446 
FELONY ONLY 12.955 3.325 © 630 19.083 5.863 13.220 
DISTRICT OF COLIMBIA 244 93 151 330 145 185 
FELONY ONLY 238 87 151 324 139 185 
FIRST CIRCUIT 563 286 277 613 403 410 
FELONY ONLY 456 205 251 662 3068 374 
MAINE 60 26 34 105 47 38 
FELONY ONLY 51 22 29 85 39 46 
“MASSACHUSETTS 309 173 136 428 222 206 
FELONY ONLY 247 123 124 356 165 193 
NE» HAMPSHIRE 21 7 14 27 ti 16 
FELONY ONLY 16 § 12 24 10 14 
RHODE ISLAND 46 5 43 65 6 57 
FELONY ONLY 41 5 36 $3 5 46 
PUERTS RICO 125 75 50 166 115 73 
FELONY ONLY 99 49 50 162 8&9 73 
SECOND CIRCUIT 1.721 340 1.38; 2.927 626 2.299 
FELONY ONLY 1. 569 281 1.268 2.756 559 2.197 
CONNECTICUT 94 i7 77 148 24 124 
FELONY ONLY... 93 17 76 147 24 123 
NE» YORK NORTHERN 100 17 83 133 32 101 
FELONY ONLY 87 14 73 120 29 91 
NE* YORK EASTERN 669 149 520 1.288 313 975 
FELONY ONLY... 573 107 466 1.180 265 915 
NE® YORK SOUTHERN. 640 136 504 1,056 227 631 
FELONY ONLY... 610 125 485 1,023 213 810 
NE* YORK ’ESTERN 141 13 128 206 22 166 
FELONY ONLY 134 13 121 200 22 178 
VERMONT 77 & 69 92 10 82 
FELONY ONLY 72 5 67 66 6 80 
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120 26 o4 166 57 131 
113 24 89 181 5S 126 
145 73 72 177 95 62 
142 72 70 i74 94 60 
993 322 671 1.352 $0) &S2 
798 209 5869 1.148 361 767 
335 114 221 474 169 305 
234 56 178 369 107 262 
99 25 74 129 40 69 
9 20 69 116 35 61 
52 21 31 67 31 3% 
$2 21 31 67 31 3% 
61 32 29 ag 50 39 
60 31 29 66 49 39 
114 32 62 196 76 120 
105 25 6c 187 69 i168 
187 53 134 215 64 151 
129 20 109 157 31 126 
$1 20 31 61 26 33 
47 16 31 $7 24 33 
268 6 22 41 11 30 
24 5 19 37 19 27 
06 19 47 60 31 49 


TRIABLE AND “WON-TRIABLE CRIMINAL 


TABLE D-10 CASES AND DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CASES AND DEFENDANTS BY DISTRICT. PENDING GN JUNE 30. 1979 


CiRCLIT AND DISTRICT 


CRISINAL CASES 


CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS 


TOTAL TRIABLE NON -TRIABLE TOTAL TRIABLE NON -TRIABLE 
: — —— 

FIFTH CIRCLIT 3.028 813 2.215 4.647 1.569 3.078 
FELONY ONLY 2.836 714 2.122 4.428 1.456 2.972 
ALABAMA NORTHERN 100 35 65 13 $2 82 
FELONY ONLY ba 32 64 130 49 81 
ALABAMA “IDOLE 43 is 28 $3 19 34 
FELONY ONLY 25 7 i8 35 i! 26 
ALABAMA SOUTHERN 27 12 1S 3e 20 is 
FELONY ONL) 27 12 1S * 20 18 
FLORIDA NORTHERN 59 22 37 20 36 5? 
FELONY ONLI Se 22 36 89 36 $1 
FLORIDA “IDOLE 164 6! 103 222 97 125 
FELONY ONLY 153 54 99 211 90 121 
FLORIDA SOUTHERS 721 180 S41 1.228 463 765 
FELONY ONLY 763 171 $32 1.201 450 751 
GEORGIA NORTHERS 150 30 120 193 44 149 
FELONY ONL) 145 28 117 187 42 145 
GEORGIA “IDOLE 40 . 32 65 26 39 
FELONY ONLY 31 5 26 49 i8 31 
GEORGIA SOUTHERN 32 T 21 $2 19 33 
FELONY ONLY 23 5 18 43 13 30 
LOUISIANA EASTERN 128 4! 87 200 63 137 
FELONY ONL) 108 35 73 160 $7 123 
LOUISIANA “IDOLE 25 ‘ 17 37 10 27 
FELONY OV.) 25 s 17 37 10 27 
LOUISIANA WESTERN 53 24 29 62 39 43 
FELONY ONLY “4 23 21 72 36 34 
“ISSISSIPP! NORTHERN 24 i 13 26 1S 13 
FELONY ONLY 22 Tt il 26 1S il 
“SISSISSIPP! SOUTHERN 34 25 47 13 34 
FELONY ONL) 27 & 19 40 12 28 
TEXAS NORTHERN 193 “4 149 332 i", 213 
FELONY ONL) 186 42 144 320 4 206 
TEXAS EASTERN 6! 7 54 il4 il 103 
FELONY ONLY 55 4 5! 108 . 100 
TEXAS SOUTHERN 738 144 594 1.107 297 610 
FELONY ONLY 730 140 590 1,096 293 605 
TEXAS ®ESTERN 346 118 226 $32 186 344 
FELONY ONLY 313 a6 227 4%6 154 342 
CANAL ZONE 90 33 57 93 36 57 
FELONY ONLY 65 21 44 i 6s 23. 44 


TABLE D-10 CASES AND DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TRIABLE AND NON-TRIASLE CRIMINAL CASES AND DEFENDANTS. SY DISTRICT. PEXDING GX JIME 30. 1979 


CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT | CRISINAL CaS®S | CRISINAL DEFENDANTS 
MON - TRI ARLE 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 0 418 €26 1.623 725 the 
FELONY ONLY 943 356 Se5 1.473 ese 615 
KENTUCKY EASTERN 21 32 39 1582 * * 
FELONY ONLY. 82 26 4 138 32 3 
KENTUCKY SESTERN 6s 40 45 i €1 $7 
ONLY 36 25 x3 ae “4 “4 
“ICHIGAN EASTERN 337 oe 239 540 201 ay 
FELONY ONLY 314 67 227 $13 169 324 
“ICHIGAN SESTERS 109 62 7 193 122 71 
FELONY OMLY..... 102 * 46 ie im 70 
CHIO NORTHERN... il4 39 $5 133 *4 61 
FELONY OMLY... 109 * $3 190 $1 BS 
GHIO SOUTHERN , 67 26 39 mt Be ae 
FELONY ONLY.... 64 27 37 63 3? 7 
TENNESSEE EASTERN 16 ¢ 12 16 t 12 
FELONY ONLY ; 13 2 7 13 2 i 
TENNESSEE “I D0LE ae 43 45 16 BS “ 
FELT ONLY... 32 36 ba 4 42 
TENNESSEE SESTERS 137 $0 67 233 Ld 165 
FELONY ONLY 131 45 6 217 61 i” 
SEVENTH CIRCLIT 635 326 507 1.131 $13 16 
FELONY ONLY 793 297 4% 1.065 ave 607 
ILLINOIS NORTHERN $21 170 32: 7% 311 425 
FELONY ONLY 504 iss 346 717 297 420 
TLLINO(S CENTRAL * 4! 13 72 $2 20 
FPELANY ONLY. 52 39 13 70 oO 20 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN “4 36 « 50 40 10 
FELONY ONLY 40 32 6 ” 10 
INDIANA NORTHERN $3 13 40 69 9 * 
FELONY ONLY... 52 13 39 ‘eo 19 0 
INDIANA SOUTHERN * 39 7 25 “ 
ONLY 50 4 a) 64 20 43 
*ISOONSIN EASTERN 74 % 36 $3 45 ae 
ONLY. 64 27 37 43 a) 7 
+ISOCONSIN WESTERN 33 is is 40 2! 19 
FELONY ONLY 31 4 17 36 20 is 
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AMEANDAS of D> TER Pad 12 1 33 a 17 
rma Oo 23 10 is 3» 14 16 
12 7 t 12 t e 
rma OF 11 * — it $ 
1Oee STE $1 27 24 $$ 2 at 
"aM OMT 43 a» 9 * 25 21 
7 NEWT o Pa 21 7 130 * 1 Om 
rae O«) . 3 ad im 7” 7 
71 SMR F! Castes Eo 17 37 65 25 * 
rua ow 83 17 a7 o4 25 a» 
71S! TE i” 33 16 175 0 138 
rae OM % 2 @3 iz? a 82 
NE Ae oe * eo Lad 22 oo 
ran on a ‘é oo 4 hd te 
“rT! DeeTs 32 11 21 * 2 a4 
‘cae ON 31 ti 20 35 12 23 
ATR OORT! ve * 14 * 5 * 
rma wey ** bad) * a *0 2! 


a 


RATS PAGE 


— 


TABLE D-10 CASES AND DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT 


COURTS 
TRIABLE AND NON-TRIABLE CRIMINAL CASES AND DEFENDANTS. BY DISTRICT. PEXDING OF JUNE 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


NINTH CIRCUIT.... 
FELONY ONLY... 


42° GNAL CASES 


CRIMINAL DEFEXUANTS 
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TABLE D-10 CASES AND DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TRIABLE AND NON-TRIABLE CRIMINAL CASES AND DEFPEXDANTS. SY DISTRICT. PEXDING GN JUNE 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 1 CRIMINAL CASES CRININAL DEFDWANTS 
TOTAL TRIABLE NON -TRIABLE TOTAL TRIABLE NON -TRIABLE 

TENTH CIRCUIT 901 422 479 1.016 472 ‘at 
FELONY ONL) 504 161 343 612 206 406 
432 261 i771 453 276 177 
FELONY ONLY 117 42 75 137 $7 60 
RAWSAS 90 29 61 107 35 72 
FELONY ONLY 87 26 $9 104 34 70 
“NE “EXICO 137 is 119 167 19 146 
FELONY ONLY 122 1 iti 1$2 2 140 
COALABO™A NORTHERS 39 11 26 46 is 31 
FELONY ONLI 36 10 26 45 4 31 
OKLAHO™A EASTER iS $ 10 17 7 10 
FELONY ONLI 9 3 ¢ ii $ ¢ 
OKLAHOMA ESTERS 76 24 $2 95 26 67 
FELONY ONLY 46 15 31 6s 19 46 
UTAH 67 57 30 84 63 31 
FELONY ONLY 66 40 26 69 43 26 
wYC ING 25 17 & 37 29 & 
FELONY ONLY 19 12 7 29 22 7 
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TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEX 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FRON SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979 
RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 
: . 
UNDER 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT | SUPER- TOTAL PRE us. 
vision | TOTAL LESS COURT TRIAL | “aGIS- sanma- | suut- | SPEctaL| REcervep 
JULY 1. | RECEIVED] TRaNS- PRosa- | DIVER- | TRATE | PARLE | ToRY TRY PAROLE BY 
1978 FERS TION SION PROBA - RELEASE | PAROLE TRANSFER 
TION 
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS. | 68.295 | 41.863 | 33.639 ! 14.094 2.255 5.202 6.429 3.222 95 2.142 6.024 
DISTRICT OF COLE™BIA | 1.945 1.113 946 405 - 125 295 85 - Me 167 
FIRST CIRCUIT. 1.778 1.24 1.046 495 193 152 108 40 z * 168 
“AINE. 113 60 71 $3 ? 2 ‘ . . 1 “ 
“MASSACHUSETTS 1.121 772 679 300 147 113 * 25 1 37 93 
NES HAMPSHIRE 61 63 “4 30 6 1 5 . " 1 9 
RHODE ISLAND 132 91 78 39 2 17 uN é . 3 13 
PUERTO RICO 331 208 174 73 3! 19 26 * . “4 4 
SECOND CIRCUIT 5.576 3.770 3.417 1,508 267 438 364 279 " 230 653 
CONNECTICUT... 10 263 211 124 10 s 30 24 ! 17 52 
“EX YORK NORTHERN. 23 182 “4 73 27 23 rT 3 2 5 * 
NE YORK EASTERN 2 259 1.396 1.068 383 78 214 189 112 ‘ ss 328 
NE YORK SOUTHERN. 2.068 1.46 1.297 736 148 60 127 17 i 108 197 
NE} YORK WESTERN . ‘ii 367 343 153 - 136 21 21 2 10 24 
VERMONT J 92 68 $4 39 ‘ - 6 2 " 2 Th 
THIRD CIRCUIT 5.995 2.862 2.422 1.087 125 478 405 158 5 164 440 
DELAWARE. 731 113 orm 33 17 21 13 ? . 5 17 
NE} JERSEY... ——— 1.735 960 748 297 3 221 103 45 2 42 212 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN | 2.496 943 830 47 45 155 129 6! 1 92 113 
PENNSYLVANIA “IDOLE 339 158 104 45 4 19 26 $ . 5 4 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 950 518 475 242 18 62 92 40 2 19 43 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 244 170 169 123 3 - 42 . . " " 
> 


Tame & I 


FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEY 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND RESMED FRO SIPERVISICN 


TRING THE THELVE SONTH PERIGN EXDED ACNE 39. 1979 
RESAED PRON SLPERVISION 
PERSONS 
ToT SESH ED | UNDER 
3 TOTAL PRE- ts mn SPER- | CIRCLIT AWD DISTRICT 
SA ED LESS COURT TRIAL ‘GIS- “ANIM - “MILI- | SPECial TRANS - vision 
TRANS - PROoea- DIVER- TRATE PaROLe Tor Tar Pam FER SNE 30 


4 one 35.852 16.796 2.202 5.521 6.159 3.198 16 1.7% 6.197 66 O87 
1.120 1. G33 367 i 252 307 75 ° 31 67 1. 936 
1.179 1.016 332 125 107 13% #0 4 72 1@3 1.613 
85 eo 43 e 3 * 2 1 2 19 106 
74 05 341 o4 65 0 27 1 7 84 114 
33 % 25 3 3 4 : : 1 19 69 
100 —8 as ‘ i7 13 5 . 2 is 115 
1&2 le 75 is 19 20 6 20 22 35 
3.472 2.733 1.524 163 216 396 250 10 194 719 5.874 
03 276 169 « ‘4 41 32 . i 27 470 
103 14 74 29 2! 4 3 2 5 35 235 
1.169 967 454 36 139 lee ae 3 37 222 2.466 
1. 466 1.116 664 “5 33 i116 iti 2 103 372 2.074 
247 202 122 I 19 27 iS 2 16 as S21 
62 “4 30 2 ° ® I I 2 is ow 
3.5% 3.034 1.336 174 697 404 145 * 127 462 5.201 
162 139 * 4 35 26 3 : 5 22 162 
1. 092 910 366 23 306 107 45 a 40 162 1.603 
1.411 1.269 449 Aa 472 133 50 3 6a 142 2.028 
201 160 100 3 19 29 7 I i 4 295 
‘ea 495 256 39 65 60 40 2 13 6¢ 905 
126 121 91 J ° 29 ° ° ° 5 26a 
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TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS 
DISTRICT GF COLAMBIA 
FIRST CIMCLIT 


CIRCLIT aw DISTRICT 


PORTH CIRCUIT 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
VIRGINIA EASTERN 
VIRGINIA WESTERN. .... 
» VIRGINIA NORTHERN 
+ VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 


FirTe CIRCLIT 
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TRANS - Pe - oIvee- | THATE Peamat Tu" lua rams rw ME MO 
ree Tin Sia ro - Pramas 197 
710 
* 10 3.288 1.«7 160 950 $s 16 33 * Ts 6.325 PASTE CIMAIT 
1.129 931 26° ° a7 1z2 3S ‘ ia 20 1.576 | Sera! 
#71 ee 160 1é i” 4? + 2 i 103 sm | Caml™ 
393 39 182 st Pa) 70 is 2 sy] $3 oe | CARLIN 
4u5 rh) 163 i. 103 45 14 i 2 * os |= ——— 
483 42) 227 2 43 * is t 10 72 1012 | STR Cami 
T2 Sat ae » isi 155 42 t 10 182 See | VINGINI« CasTER 
220 208 121 2 8 2 2 - J— 12 450 | VIRGINIa ESTERS 
oe S$ 33 i ‘ 13 i ° i 13 148 | — NOTRE 
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| — | 
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241 * * 3 27 $1 i3 3 3 45 232 | MAR TIES 
173 132 75 - i —8 12 3 $ * 324 | MARA SCTE 
175 125 42 7 16 Me 10 - 15 oo 257 | Loeibe OPTI 
67) ore ae 20 &O iss 63 3 ** 1 1.233 | Piso TIS 
623 643 316 * 37 137 7 3 110 160 1 260 | PLARIbe SOUTER 
46 742 255 63 160 1465 6s 2 26 Loe 1 O68 | Gls SOPTHER 
371 315 i™ 25 a as is i t 4 419 | Gomis Tits 
314 248 iM $ La) 19 * 3 a 6s 340 TER 
477 40° 170 $$ 25 “4 4 2 18 eae 
126 ** 26 14 10 25 10 3 27 1 
342 275 \o9 75 40 23 20 3 $ 67 SOs 
1o® «9 * 2 i * 5 2 ‘ 20 212 
6 | * . “4 77 7? I a a 303 
1. Om 605 325 67 «7 168 126 ‘ 26 226 1.7% 
«66 173 65 24 . 23 22 7 5 $3 tee 
1. 681 1.265 506 27 339 170 125 4 a aié 2.743 
1. 382 wee 229 $1 303 206 ile ‘ 359 424 1 os 
ie 176 oe 15 . 22 1€ - i? 10 292 
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TABLE £ 1 


FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTE™ 


PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND RENOVED FRO™N SUPERVISIC.. 


DURING THE TwELVE “SONTH PERIOD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979 
REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
TOTAL REMOVED | UNDER 
RE - TOTAL PRE - L.s BY SUPER - CIRCLIT AND DISTRICT 
MOVED LESS COURT TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA - MILI- | SPECIAL | TRANS- VISION 
TRANS - PROBA - DIVER-| TRATE PAROLE TORY TARY PAROLE FER JUNE 30 
FERS TION SION PROBA - RELEASE PAROLE 1979 
| TION 
4.333 3.700 1.802 209 28; 806 403 29 170 633 6.149 SIXTH CIRCUIT 
287 235 i116 10 9 63 27 2 6 52 435 | KENTUCKY EASTERN 
428 319 166 33 22 55 19 i 3 109 597 | KENTUCKY WESTERN 
1.278 1.183 477 89 66 279 172 5 95 95 1.717 | MICHIGAN EASTERN 
299 241 150 14 29 23 is 2 7 56 380 | NICHIGAN WESTERN 
882 596 354 21 21 110 61 10 i9 &6 1.101 | OHIO NORTHERN 
456 393 184 2 30 95 46 5 3 63 671 | OHIO SOUTHERN 
320 260 114 4 46 70 24 l I 60 421 TENNESSEE EASTERN 
262 230 91 27 32 44 22 1 13 32 353 | TENNESSEE NIDDLE 
301 243 128 9 6 67 14 2 17 56 474 | TENNESSEE WESTERN 
2.789 2.346 1.200 195 119 433 253 17 129 443 4.435 SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
1.317 1.144 598 106 47 i76 142 7 66 173 2.342 ILLINOIS NORTHERN 
256 191 92 11 268 37 is - 5 65 546 ILLINOIS CENTRAL 
180 137 65 6 10 35 il 4 6 43 306 ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 
355 303 159 i 3 79 27 l 21 52 556 INDIANA NORTHERN 
a74 314 149 11 23 76 38 3 14 60 487 INDIANA SOUTHERN 
217 186 93 43 5 19 13 1 12 31 290 | WISCONSIN EASTERN 
90 71 44 5 3 11 4 l 3 19 104 | WISCONSIN WESTERN 
2.484 2.056 1. 0866 188 96 377 227 6 76 426 3.443 EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
264 203 119 10 11 38 21 t 3 61 414 | ARKANSAS EASTERN 
102 73 44 3 6 9 16 1 - 29 196 | ARKANSAS WESTERN 
96 74 57 5 2 6 3 - 1 24 157 10%A NORTHERN 
107 86 41 3 9 23 5 : 7 19 156 108A SOUTHERN 
356 323 154 16 22 52 40 l 38 33 550 | MINNESOTA... : 
536 465 168 83 12 129 63 1 9 71 722 | MISSOUR! EASTERN 
410 345 172 19 20 72 46 - i4 65 556 | MISSOURI WESTERN. 
214 162 94 33 11 28 12 l 3 32 226 | NEBRASKA... 
134 87 69 2 = 8 7 - l 47 180 | NCRTH DAKOTA 
263 218 168 i4 5 12 18 l = 45 256 | SOUTH DAKOTA 


TABLE E i 


FEDERAL PROMATICN SISTEN 
PLESONS BECEIVED FOR AND BRENOVED FRO" SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE “SONTH PERIOD EWED JUNE 30. 


1979 


RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 


PERSONS 
UNDER 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT SPER- TOTAL PRE - us 
VISION | TOTAL LESS COURT TRIAL maGiS- MANDA - MILI- SPECIAL | RECEIVED 
JULY |. | RECEIVED/ TRANS- PROBA - DIVES - TRATE PAROLE TORY TARY PAROLE — 
1976 FERS TION SION 4 RELEASE | PAROLE TRANSFER 
> — —— 
NINTH CIRCUIT 12.726 7.916 € 630 2.497 3€2 699 1.211 634 10 417 1.666 
ALASKA 256 123 100 $3 10 3 16 7 - 9 23 
ARI ZONA 1.362 963 824 321 64 4 166 106 - 69 159 
CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 1.797 1.050 771 202 66 i177 1$2 69 2 61 279 
CALIFORNIA EASTERN 1.091 687 474 267 is 76 72 2s 2 12 213 
CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 4.260 2.267 1.652 728 36 96 399 246 5 140 615 
CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 1.1“ 965 616 325 12 265 105 47 - 64 147 
HAwAl! 267 131 99 66 = 10 10 4 ⸗ 7 32 
1 DABO 172 15€ 153 39 15 6 24 7 - 2 43 
“SSONTANA 273 159 127 77 7 5 27 10 - I 32 
NEVADA 333 202 112 65 13 i 17 12 i 3 90 
OREGON $94 273 262 71 30 57 66 21 - 15 111 
bASHINGTON EASTERN 265 ivf 127 46 36 14 23 L) ⸗ - 37 
wASHINGTON SESTERN a4 626 $25 192 33 101 109 56 = 34 103 
GLAM 44 26 26 . - 1 2 : - 2 
TENTH CIRCUIT 3.317 2.285 1.645 720 101 157 390 182 7 LY) 640 
COLORADO 751 $27 353 146 L] 32 96 4) 2 26 174 
KANSAS 626 380 309 113 40 16 82 44 ‘4 10 71 
NEY SEXICE 515 400 267 106 21 24 57 47 - 12 133 
OKLABOMA NJRTHERN 287 161 131 66 ‘4 12 31 12 ° 6 50 
OKLABO™A EASTERN 161 119 63 51 - 12 12 6 i I 36 
OKLAHOMA WESTERN 524 335 242 62 3 47 84 20 - 26 93 
UTAH 281 210 167 133 5 2 16 L) - 3 43 
WYOMING 150 133 93 43 20 12 12 4 - 2 40 


Tat £ 1 


FEDERAL PROBATICN SYSTEN 


PERSONS HECEIVED FOR AND RENOVED FROIN SUPERVISION 


TRING THE TWELVE SONTH PESIOC§“N EWED JUNE 30. 1979 
REXOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
TOTAL RENOVED| UNDER 
RE - TOTAL PRE - v.s BY SUPER- | CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
OVED LESS COURT TRIAL ™AGIS- “ANDA- NILI- | SPECial | TRANS - VISION 
TRANS - PROBA - DIVER- | TRATE PAROLE Tory TARY PARE reER JUNE 30 
FERS TION SION PRUBs- RELEASE PAROLE 1979 
TION 
6.351 6.554 3.162 366 96) 933 644 26 360 1.797 12.291 NINTH CIRCUIT.. 
172 136 61 13 9 17 10 I 7 34 — © GRAER, cccccocccesces 
946 7% 347 36 69 119 114 4 65 190 1.419 | ARIZOMA.............. 
1.271 1.045 376 87 306 143 66 3 40 226 1.576 | CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 
676 4668 295 19 72 63 26 2 11 166 1.102 | CALIFORNIA EASTERN 
2.421 2.005 1.077 * 216 302 235 3 118 416 4.106 | CALIPORWIA CENTRAL 
966 620 294 ‘4 144 72 $3 I $2 346 1.141 | CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 
135 99 57 ° 9 17 7 - 9 3% 263 | WAWAIT........ 2.4555. 
132 96 $7 $s 16 10 B) - 3 3% 196 | IDAMO....... 2.66555. 
170 13€ 85 4 6 i9 9 ° 1 34 262 | “ONTANA.............. 
209 142 76 17 7 22 i I 6 67 326 | NEVADA........ 
379 304 124 $9 36 “4 21 € 12 75 S66 | OREGON. ....... 2.4455. 
212 139 65 26 17 25 12 ‘4 LJ $3 217 | WASHINGTON EASTERN 
641 549 229 50 70 96 $3 I 46 92 633 | WASHINGTON WESTERN 
19 i7 15 - ° 2 ° - - 2 SS i GUAM... . «6. www wcune 
2.369 1.832 660 107 2768 306 163 10 66 $37 3.233 TENTH CIRCUIT..... 
$07 364 161 9 40 66 46 I 37 123 771 | COLORADO............. 
515 429 179 51 57 74 46 ‘4 18 86 493 | KANSAS........... 
346 257 ? 10 43 51 30 3 15 91 567 | NEW MEXIOO........... 
207 158 90 14 12 23 17 - 2 49 261 | OKLAHOMA 
117 76 35 i 16 13 6 ° 5 41 183 | OKLAHOMA EASTER ..... 
351 266 101 1 101 56 22 2 63 508 | OKLAHOMA WESTERN..... 
169 i44 113 4 2 17 6 - 2 45 BO2 | UTAM.... 66 ccc cu cue 
135 96 56 17 7 6 6 ° 2 39 146 | WYOMING... ... 2.66555, 


ri 
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TAME E 2. FEDERAL PROSATION SYSTEX 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 39. 1979 


TOTAL All DISTRICTS 6€ 067 36 . $31 13. 164 2.013 205 2.382 7.251 4.121 
DISTRICT OF COLA™MBIA 1 936 901 $96 64 2 2 312 61 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1.613 1.008 245 2 3 i79 196 150 
74 21 i ° iy I 3 

€22 119 1s i 133 162 $2 

39 4 2 I 7 2 ‘4 

73 24 3 * 10 $ 

161 67 6 I 31 23 46 

3 503 670 16) 17 292 $€7 444 

325 76 20 2 12 10 25 

1S6 23 2 i 4 29 « 

1. 396 400 75 Ld Lt) 327 170 

1.213 319 75 ‘4 74 71 216 

333 42 Ud] 2 ° 126 16 

76 10 i - ‘4 2 $ 

3 066€ ei6 103 6 147 645 316 

4 33 $ * is 27 * 

699 205 41 2 37 346 73 

1.117 256 39 1 70 3558 190 

i9! $1 2 i ‘ 36 10 

556 196 16 2 ié Lad) 35 

209 75 ° : 3 u - 
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PORTH CIRCUIT 


VIRGINIA WESTER 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 


© VIRGINIA NORTHERN 
A 
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TAREE 2 FERERAL PRORATION SYSTEX 
PERSONS (MER SUPERVISION SY DISTRICT 45 GF AME 3D. 1979 


CIRCLIT aw DISTRICT 


SIXTH CIMCLIT 6.145 3.334 1.540 224 27 148 317 see 
KENTUCKY EASTER 435 279 120 13 1 3 13 t 
SENTUCE) SESTERS 344 16 i3 I ‘ 26 11 
“ICHIGASN CaSTERS 1.717 617 433 105 . y #1 244 
“ICHIGAN VESTER 360 222 Lad 12 2 1é 35 ? 
GHIO NORPTHERS 1.103 767 226 2 t is 27 26 
GHIO SOUTHERN €71 Se 169 31 ‘ I oe 22 
TENNESSEE CASTERS 42) 215 112 12 . i 71 10 
TENNESSEE “ICME 333 76 62 t I 37 31 is 
TENNESSEE SESTERS 476 3% 4 3 ‘ * 13 24 

SEVENTH CIMCLIT 4.435 2.659 oe 148 i 283 201 2776 
ILLINOIS NORTWERS 2.342 1.480 331 tb 7 182 v0 163 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL yas 211 60 $ . 13 34 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 306 164 76 11 I ? te * 
INDIANA NOPTHER'S S50 302 1 Ot z2 I 23 * 3% 
INDIANA SOUTHERN 467 265 13) is 2 i7 1s is 
+ISCONSIN EASTERN 790 ime “4 $ . 27 t 20 
+ISCONSIN SESTERN 104 59 is 2 . 4 3 e 

EIGHTH CIRCLIT 3.443 2.037 772 132 21 191 106 164 
AAS EASTERN 414 306 * e 3 16 * 16 
AREANSAS ESTERS 1% 139 36 7 7 3 a 
1O-a NORTHER'S 157 hod 20 5 I 16 . i 
1Gea SOUTHERN 16 100 $0 ‘ 2 1 ii . 
I NNESOTA $50 257 14) 2 i 16 23 63 
“ISSOUR! EASTERN 722 356 2:68 35 5 62 13 31 
“ISSOUR! VESTER Me 312 136 29 5 is 26 30 
NEBRASRA 226 126 40 5 3 10 
NORTH DAKOTA 160 137 a4 a . 1 ‘ I 
SOUTH AKOTA 256 206 31 2 ‘ a ' 


os 
wal is- rwia 
TeeTE Pom 
a 
Tia 
12.29% tote 2.305 ee. 23 373 1 S42 
Pah lof * 10 t a 
1.408 the Rot , 63 i182 ee 
1.37 te ae 63 t te * ino 
1.2 es) 177 2 * 77 13% 4s 
‘1 2“ Tal '@3 » ft aM 321 
1.048 339 164 of . 12 oh 120 
ts 197 33 3 . * 10 is 
1” 122 42 2 . is $ 7 
*2 io 8 10 : ? $ 3 
I 214 $$ 13 i is 10 6 
ae ae im 17 , B2 * * 
217 133 MM 2 ' * ié 13 
#a2 et 28 o ' *4 72 
43 2* 2 2 ; . . . 
3.233 1.773 Tai 107 21 12g 334 16t 
771 ae i 1» 2 13 108 ** 
48) 22 ia 37 is * at is 
4° 373 108 32 . 24 103 » 
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a3 149 22 2 : ; 12 a 
ate 220 14 10 2 + 4 ue 
ane 242 * * — . ‘ 
1 20 : ! 6 10 ‘ 


= 


TABLE E 3 


FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 


PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND CFFENSE. JUNE 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FIRST CIRCUIT 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT 


1.939 19 200 26 46 26 | 68 236 1S 
1.812 2 78 22 3 28) SCD 244 35 
107 . 5 2 2 13 12 25 4 
1.144 . “4 10 221 94 140 17 
89 : 4 - - 10 6 24 5 
115 6 ; - 12 — 24 6 
357 19 9 : 42 26 31 3 
5.874 7 356 35 4 926 391 905 6s 
470 ; 37 2 ; 65 56 53 8 
235 . 13 4 . 17 38 54 6 
2. 466 2 175 J 380 135 372 26 
2.074 2 98 15 8 310 123 336 19 
$31 2 31 2 . 146 26 69 6 
98 . 2 . 8 T 21 . 
5.301 24 371 65 $7 $15 317 981 88 
182 . 12 2 2 26 17 27 2 
1.603 2 78 15 10 166 107 447 38 
2.028 3 149 5 12 190 96 288 27 
295 20 2 25 25 56 4 
905 89 5 7 51 62 159 Q 
288 17 23 36 25 $7 10 4 8 


FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEN 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION SY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE. JUNE 30. 


i979 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 


LIQUOR. 
Intl - INTER - 
GRATION ‘AL POSTAL 

TRAFFIC OTHER Laws REVEME Laws* OTHER 
904 | 2.626 | 2.830 a6) | 2.429 =| 2.159 
66 $5 . . 108 15 
207 27 Pm “ . 43 $2 
19 é s s ‘ . ; . . 3 1 
123 20 134 79 106 2s 73 3 . 2s 29 
7 4 + 6 ‘ 2 2 . - 1 5 
is 3 7 6 ? . 5 . . 5 5 
40 4 74 21 4 . 4 é . 4 $2 
657 1200s «1.016 332 218 ? 268 45 2 379 131 
41 15 54 23 37 . 51 2 . 10 14 
is 5 13 15 10 . 10 2 . 19 i 
282 $5 440 109 60 4 101 19 - 226 “4 
262 35 466 129 $7 3 80 17 1 62 31 
6 6 30 4 zs . 25 3 1 42 28 
5 4 13 15 4 . i 2 . - 3 
583 in 563 312 270 19 347 35 2 519 122 
30 3 10 il 11 - 3 I - 24 i 
153 2b 174 50 rT 2 102 22 . * 44 
227 37 278 187 * 73 2 . 317 35 
32 5 is 12 10 2 38 1 1 25 17 
130 16 61 42 53 - 108 3 1 67 21 
u 2m 2 10 19 4 23 6 . - 4 


5S | 


TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS. 
DISTRICT OF COLAMBIA 
FIRST ClaviT. 


TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEX 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION SY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE. JUNE 30. 1979 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
TOTAL BOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT 

POURTH CIRCUIT 6.525 13 418 Sa 409 
“ARYLAND 1.576 3 124 23 73 
“~O CAROLINA EASTERN 733 - 36 13 51 
“~O CAROLINA “IDOLE 598 1 46 5 36 
“~O CAROLINA WESTERN 703 2 56 21 44 
SOUTH CAROLINA 1.012 - 45 il 6" 
VIRGINIA EASTERN 989 4 a4 16 73 
VIRGINIA 6ESTURN 450 3 15 . a4 
» VIRGINIA NORTHERN 148 - 7 - 16 
» VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 296 - 5 i . $ 

FIFTH CIRCLIT 15.085 40 510 108 128 1.588 815 1.538 519 
ALABAMA NORTHERN 9a0 - 29 3 . 155 62 $5 126 
ALABAMA “IDOLE 292 - 6 5 7 58 16 30 i8 
ALABAMA SOUTHERN 324 - il i 2 28 20 37 19 
FLORIDA NORTHERN 257 2 is 1 4 33 14 32 11 
FLORIDA “IDOLE 1.213 2 54 5 5 143 60 174 56 
FLORIDA SOUTHERN 1.260 4 39 7 i 63 181 19 
GEORGIA NORTHERN 1.096 7 6! . 6 127 59 156 63 
GEORGIA “IDOLE 419 2 19 2 1 $2 19 80 17 
GEORGIA SOUTHERN 340 - 7 4 - 73 14 37 10 
LOLISIANA EASTERN 845 4 31 i i 118 114 113 12 
LOLISIANA SIDDLE 146 - 13 - - 39 16 10 4 
LOLISIANA WESTERN 505 2 21 - 3 80 57 86 i8 
“ISSISS'PPI NORTHERN 212 i . 6 . is 13 26 18 
SISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 303 1 10 6 4 26 13 34 19 
TEXAS NORTHERN 1.796 7 6s 7 3 228 97 223 56 
TEXAS EASTERN 396 i 16 5 4 51 32 42 11 
TEXAS SOUTHERN 2.743 2 59 16 - 90 9A 135 30 
TEXAS ¥ESTERN 1 666 3 33 14 9 117 30 81 12 
CANAL ZONE 292 2 10 9 70 548 i8 6 - 


FORGERY WEAPONS LIQuoR. 
aww CONTROL - AND Insti - INTER - CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
GANTER- MARI - nad LL s.3- FiRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL 
FPEITING BLANA COTICS STANCES ARS ‘TRAFFIC OTWER Laws REVEMLE Laws OTwER 
— — — — 1 
823 146 365 197 612 451 303 5 162 244 265 POURTH CIRCUIT 
9! 32 155 $7 7s 260 102 4 - 67 74 MARYLAND 
103 <0 2 27 72 7s 22 - 32 i6 16 “OO. CAROLINA EASTERN 
* 13 30 4! 3 is : 62 24 25 “O CAROLINA NIDOLE 
138 20 19 14 $7 $3 31 - is 23 M4 “~. CAROLINA WESTERN 
i170 30 34 3 109 12 45 : 14 “ 45 SOUTH CAROLINA 
$3 20 73 26 120 36 44 1 1 28 30 VIRGINIA EASTERN 
65 7 13 il &2 . 19 - 31 12 29 VIRGINIA WESTERN 
2 1 5 4 13 - 4 - - 3 . &». VIRGINIA NORTHERN 
Je 10 24 19 40 i 21 - 4 13 24 » VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 
1.549 1.777 1.764 541 o47 119 S64 1.461 i738 428 460 FIFTH CIRCUIT 
217 iS $3 35 12 36 1 26 7 19 ALABAMA NORTHERS 
4) is 16 10 26 1 17 - 6 . 7 ALABAMA “IDOLE 
$3 it 30 15 46 1 21 i 22 - 6 ALABA™A SOUTHERN 
32 21 3 10 . 10 12 - 1 5 t FLORIDA NORTHERN 
163 4 142 73 75 11 69 26 2 43 26 FLORIDA “IDOLE 
117 11 385 62 30 i 65 22 3 18 36 FLORIDA SOUTHERN 
116 43 76 46 65 19 $1 5 19 105 a4 GEDRGIA NORTHERN 
40 12 13 i2 $1 4 35 - 2€ 23 ii GEDRGIA SIDDLE 
35 . 3 10 11 4s 16 - 22 24 16 GEDRGIA SOUTHERN 
49 26 135 50 Sa 2 50 3 2 26 46 LOLISIANA EASTERN 
20 5 5 4 12 - 6 2 - 7 3 LOUISIANA “IDOLE 
65 17 18 3 36 3 24 - i —9 $2 LOLISIANA WESTERN 
21 1 3 2 39 2 16 - 18 1 19 SISSISSIPP! NORTHERN 
33 15 16 10 50 - is I 2) 20 7 MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 
242 147 163 6s 90 1 46 239 I i9 49 NORTHERN 
63 27 23 . 39 - 13 30 7 7 17 TEXAS LASTER 
116 825 329 51 102 2 32 779 - 23 s4 TEXAS SOUTHERN 
77 316 327 67 62 4 25 35 - 61 oh TEXAS ESTERS 
3 75 21 5 - 4 11 . - - - CANAL ZONE 


a 


TABLE E-3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PEXSONS UNDER SUPERVISION SY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE. JUNE 30. 1979 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
CIRCLIT AND DISTEICT 
CMBEZ - alTO 
TOTAL SOMICIDE | ROBBERY aSSALLT LARCENY ZLE=ENT FRAUD THEFT 
SIKTW CIRCUIT 6.149 16 Se) 40 15 ox 370 eee 277 
435 1 30 2 2 64 13 40 26 
KENTUCKY $97 1 €2 $ : oe 26 75 43 
' 1.717 ‘4 172 12 3 213 60 246 45 
3e0 i zs ‘ - 76 3e * 14 
1.101 3 i113 10 $ 179 6 is4 z 
671 i me ‘4 - 91 “7 113 34 
421 2 2/ : : 43 16 $1 4 
353 i 39 - 1 “4 23 6% 13 
474 2 27 3 i ae 27 90 23 
4.435 « 271 24 6 649 341 755 157 
2.342 e 137 16 2 30% v4 463 60 
346 - 20 2 ° 47 45 $3 7 
306 ° i ' 3 * 24 360 17 
SSa i 3s 2 ° 110 26 42 9 
487 i 43 2 ° 67 24 x” 43 
290 - is i ° 26 29 Lod e 
104 i 7 - i 17 17 22 3 
2. 443 1* 201 $1 61 $24 207 45) 131 
aie 2 20 2 i 60 26 42 17 
196 2 15 2 ° 39 t 25 17 
157 2 2 ° ° 22 16 42 I 
166 * 16 ° ° 31 10 32 6 
550 2 36 3 1 46 26 64 19 
722 ‘ % 7? ‘ 135 5a 101 26 
3 3 $1 3 ‘ Se a4 67 a 
226 2 12 } ‘ 36 16 20 2 
160 « 16 26 2) 7? 29 1 
256 22 ‘ $7 21 56 o 27 ‘ 


TARE E 3 


FERAL PRORATICN SYSTEX 
PERSONS UMZER SIPERVISICN BY DISTRICT 4 GFFEXSE. AME 3D. 1979 


GEMERAL GFFEXNSES --(CONTIM ED 


SECial GFPENSES 


| parca (DRUG) Laws 

rama 3 — EAPONS Lignan 

aw 
(a VTER 
FEITING OTE 
s12 18 ‘a 182 253 
= V 

A * 70 . 4! - 4 22 33 
os | 2 20 . 53 . * 2 i M 
TT “4 ae 133 60 45 7 . rT 33 
1*S 9 s4 12 91 . $1 4 2s iT) 
2 | 12 $0 T 37 ‘ 23 . . 16 30 
es | 12 * ot 10 19 j 1s 33 33 
45 ‘ 7) 5 x0 ‘ 13 - . zs T 
9 1S 37 . 8 i 1s } 3 . at 
9 110 $v? 259 29) ‘ 1a? 140 2 “ * 
240 “4 312 143 110 1 a) 113 1 31 64 
? 12 19 14 25 | 23 10 " 19 3 
2 ‘ 17 7 er) . 21 . . 20 5 
s? CI 1s lee 19 “+ ~ | 32 12 - 2 2 
33 19 64 24 32 2 at 3 . 5 . 
"| 13 z ‘ 24 . ‘ " . 1 
$ | 3 10 ‘ « 2 " 2 1 
459 1 as 425 150 223 10 180 20 é 64 107 
oe | ‘ 22 10 30 . 19 2 , 2 33 
8 | 4 ‘ ‘ : , : " ‘ , ‘ 
ze " . 3 ‘ ' s ! . TT ‘ 
14 | $ 20 - 10 . ? 3 ‘4 19 
“4 23 18S 42 42 . 17 3 22 T 
se | 12 112 25 49 ‘ 33 2 10 21 
oo | 22 6 42 49 3 “ 3 ‘ 3 
“a é 22 T » : 23 $ 3 . 
; a 3 | 1s 2 7 : , 3 


CIMATT aw DISTRICT 


Sixes CIMUIT 


Bee * ‘ 


a| an=sea°* 


ShSSESPLaasse"' Z| SsRAnzsr 
RARCARAS=A2s2' 3] sens2es2 
RSARBTHRBNSAL”' Iaeer aa⸗ 


rere eee 
— — 


— ————— 


⸗agenae· onsen’ 


4 


zaa· ·ac· 


Rg 29 (i --—-_ 
— 


—— — 
— ae Ro of. 


a) ESRRSERE 


—— 


— CDYTRAL 


= —— ck TE 


J 
2 
— 


MH vill 


DAPCA (DRUG) LAKS 
FORCERY , WEAPONS Liquor. 
AND | AND 

COUNTER - FIRE- POSTAL 
FEITING ASS Laws* | OTHER 
1.036 1.046 1.699 $i) 4397 50 450 sé) 3 290 460 
11 & 393 33 7 4 10 - - 3 16 
3 339 201 62 ss : 56 144 : 4 54 
i3es 110 216 103 26 41 $3 s7 — 74 $7 
16s 56 96 70 é9 30 38 60 : 26 40 
353 732 540 341 170 22 142 311 2 81 170 
44 130 1aé6 158 15 34 34 251 - 40 46 
20 12 54 10 22 € 26 i - - 7 
23 6 13 6 23 ; 10 15 ‘ 3 6 
i8 5 7 5 5 — 13 1 - 1 12 
51 16 46 z3 20 3 17 7 - Ss 7 
49 21 61 37 37 2 20 2 : 19 31 
25 5 te i8 Ss - 2 & - ié 6 
$5 a3 194 40 36 é 27 4 , 4 22 
7 1 5 3 - 2 1 - - 2 
341 196 372 147 228 22 91 238 6 76 106 
‘6 4 125 “4 43 2 22 82 ; 25 is 
83 21 $1 is 30 ? 13 17 i 17 1s 
25 41 4&0 26 30 6 is 119 1 5 2a 
42 is 27 12 28 : ? . ? 4 
a4 28 i2 4 an i 2 4 4 - 2 
37 38 53 38 38 2 4 5 , 12 13 
3a 4 14 3 14 1 S 3 - 11 14 
14 10 5 14 3 4 2 - i is 


OBSTRUCTING MAIL. MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 


TAME £ 4 FPESERAL PROBATION SYSTT™ 
PROBATICONERS SECEIVED FOR SLPERVISICN BY DISTRICT AND GF TERY 
MING THE THELVE SONTH PERIGCN EWED AUNE 30. 1979 (EXCLADES REINSTATEXENTS AND TRANSTERS 


TER" OF SUPERVISION (IN SOVTHS) 
T } | PERCENT 
CIRCLIT ) © TO 
—X TOTAL 1-6 | 7-8 AND | SUPERVISED 
DIsSTRicT . 
TOTAL All DISTRICTS 3.191 205 43 50 531 2.599 617 4.451 1.076 2.709 “5 
DISTRICT OF COLLO™BIA ote j 3 1é Le “2 1 18 i2 42 1 6 
FIRST CIRCUIT oes ‘ ‘ ae * 233 é ae 10 2 75.0 
“IM $3 5 2 Mu“ . 12 . . — — 
SETTS 284 5 63 11 lée 3 37 5 J 72 — 
—— 30 j - * 2 te 7 
eOOe ISLAND cs) 5 3 * 5 10 ! 3 . 3 6 
PLERTO #1CO 72 2 10 12 2 27 3 ié a9.9 
“sap CIRCUIT 1404 31 12 143 8 326 “4 442 122 201 1 0 
CAMXTICT 114 2 7 5 42 2 31 3 12 e7.? 
V> YORK NOPTWERS 72 4 - 21 5 22 2 is 3 . 1 
“> YORE EASTERN ths 3 ‘ 22 13 32 20 i 43 oe “4 
“~* YORK SOUTHERN 730 19 — * 167 49 212 “4 a? 76.7 
“> YORE WESTHRN 145 3 21 ‘ 42 l S$! 17 2 77.3 
VER ONT 40 ‘4 2 15 . 1s 2 2 6s 0 
THIep CIMCLIT 1.090 16 ‘ #2 4! i796 “4 271 95 262 es. 2 
OF] AWARE 26 - 3 ] 3 2 10 4 8 63.7 
“> JERSEY 260 2 - 16 2 $5 12 $5 14 ve 92.1 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 312 2 2 11 ] 49 13 75 a4 14 o2.6 
PENNSYLVANIA SIDOLE 35 1 - I 1 16 3 + 2 3 o1 4 
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 233 i 2 15 - 35 15 7 20 ** oe 4 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 172 | 12 4 M4 20 26 4 4 7 ‘4 42.6 


POLRTH CIRCLIT 


“ARV LAND 

™~ CAROLINA EASTER 
~ CAROLINA SIDE 
“© CAROLINA SESTERS 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
VIPGINIA EASTERN 
+IRGINIA WESTERN 

» VIRGINIA NORPTHERS 
>» VIRGINIA SOUTHER 


FiIrTe CIMLIT 


ALABAMA NORTHERS 
aLABA™A “1 DRRE 
ALABAMA SOUTHER 
FLORIDA NORTHERS 
FLORIDA SIAL 
FLORIDA SOUTHER 
GCEDRG IA NORTHERS 
GEDRG 1A SI TDLE 
GEDRG 1A SOUTHER. 

LAL TS1AN«A EASTERN 
LAL 1S ANA SIOLE 

LOX 181 4N4 WESTERN 
TISSISSIPP! NORTHERN 
TISSISSIPP) SOUTHERN 


1.126 16 2 oe 35 146 27 443 77 346 $2.5 
i162 I 2 « i7 31 i 4 16 42 4.6 
130 2 : 5 - 16 2 24 2 67 | 
~e - > I 3 2 23 7 SO of 
152 . - il : 107 - 34 100. 
1% - - i i3 2 65 35 60 99.5 
165 i il 8 se 7 62 . 33 90.6 
ee ‘ 7 € 24 2 43 3 7 62.3 
26 I - 3 I - 10 3 . “6 
65 i 7 2 + I is 3 27 “6 

2.879 29 19 149 65 373 104 152 262 66¢ 90.2 
247 i e 6 42 24 102 21 45 “7 
“4 : 5 ! ‘4 i 25 3 $ “4 
72 I 5 7 e 7 27 7 + 61.9 
33 : : : i : 20 5 7 100.0 
227 3 . e 10 $2 * 112 ii 24 1.6 
1% 3 5 27 i4 49 7 * 14 23 75.3 
175 3 ‘4 ‘ 7 26 13 4a 10 62 7 
39 : ° : : e : 12 : 21 100.0 
$i 2 2 ‘4 7 7 31 . 20 90.1 
152 - ‘4 2 22 6 69 i as “1 
23 . ° : I 3 3 12 3 I 5.7 
84 I 3 I 15 i z 4 30 “0 
46 I . - H 1 - 17 23 3 95.7 
Ae - : i I 6 ‘ is 3 . “7 
266 3 3 * ii 25 16 131 $2 3a 7.0 
69 3 . 2 2 20 I 2 ‘4 26 $2.1 
697 2 . 23 $ ee 2 339 62 177 95.5 
229 2 2 3 10 16 2 43 2 130 o1 7 
117 5 4 47 3 I i 47 2 7 0.6 

— — — 


TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEX 
PROBATICNERS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION SY DISTRICT AND LENGTS OF TER" 
RING THE THELVE “SONTHE PERIOD OWED JUNE 30. 1397S (EXCLIDES REINSTATEXENTS AND TRANSFERS) 


TERN OF SUPERVISION (IN SONTHS) 

SIXTH CIRCLIT 1.363 is ii 90 61 425 92 379 74 1$3 62 
KENTUCKY EASTERN ee - . 2 i ® 2 7 « 40 35.6 
KENTUCKY SESTERS 176 : 2 19 3 96 3 23 by 23 “4 
“IOCHIGAN EASTERN 263 3 I is 4 131 14 76 7 7 90.1 
“ICHIGAN WESTERNS 99 i I : 4 is ii “4 10 10 33.9 
GHLO NORTHERS 217 2 3 9 ® 4! pa) 72 23 31 s.9 
Galo SOUTHERN 123 € I i € 26 12 47 Ud] ‘4 60.5 
TENNESSEE EASTER i I 1 is 2 3 23 2 3 6.2 
TENNESSEE “IDOLE 71 2 - 5 e 10 3 16 7 22 $1.7 
TENNESSEE SESTERS 196 3 2 is 14 62 16 69 ‘4 13 62.5 

SEVENTH CIRCLIT soe 12 « ae 41 139 43 206 104 227 62.6 
ILLINOIS NORTHERN 446 ‘4 3 is 10 $3 Ss 106 74 165 92.6 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL 67 I I : 2 % i z € is “Oo 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN “4 ° ° i : * 3 7 t 27 97.7 
INDIANA NORTHERN 69 2 2 4 7 12 $ 26 . 1 71.9 
INDIANA SOUTHERN 9 3 I 12 « 23 16 22 10 I 75.0 
+I SOCONSIN EASTERN 105 I i 45 6 33 I 4 . ‘ 0.5 
+I SCONSIN ESTERS 21 I ° i * 9 I . . I 52.4 

EIGHTH CIMCLIT 777 13 69 74 216 64 239 43 $$ 79.4 
ARRANSAS LEASTERS 128 . . ¢ i 24 25 ae i 3 “7 
APRANSAS SESTERS $7 2 . 5 7 2! I 19 2 ° m4 
10-4 NORTWERS au“ . - 6 5 10 } ° 3 . 67 6 
'Oea SOUTHERN 46 i . 6 ° 12 i 6 e 2 “6 
INNESOTA 105 3 I U] i9 4 « 21 3 i 70.5 
“ISSOUR! LASTER Ge I ° ° 5 3 22 36 ‘4 27 $3.9 
“1SSOUR! VESTERN 92 I 2 1 6 2! 2 39 a 7 76.3 
“ME BRASAA $7 3 . 6 3 25 . 13 I 6 7.9 
NORTH DAKOTA “4 . . Ld i! 36 . 24 i 2 77.4 
SOUTH DAKOTA 76 2 i 13 7 21 ‘4 12 * 7 6s 7 
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TALE & 5 FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS WHO COMPLETED SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH GF TER" OF SLPERVISION 
(RING THE THELVE SONTH PERIGD EXDED JUNE 30. 1979 (PE NCLADES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSPERS ) 


1-12 SONTHS 13-24 “SONTHS 25: 3% SINTHS 37.48 SONTHS OVER 46 SIVTHS 
CIRCLIT 

AND TOTAL TER" TEARLY TER" [EARLY TER" | EARLY 2 LARLY TER" | EARLY 

DISTRICT vor lexe. [tox Tor |exe ree vor jexe. [ree Tor fe TER” vor jexr. | Te 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 1.409 42) 110 32 eos | 434 iT? 477 | 333144 11 350686 114 | 160 
KENTUCKY EASTERN m6 4 “ 6) i? ‘ ze} 2s 2 3 3 : ze | 2 
KENTUCKY &ESTERS 148 2] 17 . | «6 2 27] 6 81 3 " 2 é é 
“MICHIGAN EASTERN 390 271 23 ‘ 19] 146600 48 mi] 9 42 17 “ ‘ J 
SICHIGAN WESTERN 100 13 5 ‘ wt 7 5 a1] 13 2 10 3 ? 10 ‘ 
OHIO NORTHERN 27 20] 16 ‘ 19] 75 4 s | 773 2 4 s , zai 2 
GHIO SOUTHERN 148 21] — — 3 soi 3 8 | 6 7 ‘ 3 10 ‘ 
TENNESSEE EASTERN 95 ? é 1 ae! 43 $ 25] ? . 6 3 é ‘ 
TENNESSEE “IDDLE 63 é 5 , 21 2 2 2 | 2 3 ‘ 2 2 ‘ ? 
TENNESSHE WESTERN 103 3] ou 2 a] 2 6 3] 23 «#12 ‘ 2 2 ? ? 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 977 120] 97 23 267] 170 )~=8697 327 | 222 105 me | «6 86 145 | 129 
ILLINOIS NORTHERN a4 %* 2 ‘ a7} 77 20 1601122 «38 71 se) 89 114 | 103 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL 73 a 6 3 14 4 Ww 30 | 23 ? ‘ é 2 miou 
ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 58 $ 5 is] 44 ‘ a] 1) =682 ‘ 2 2 3 3 
INDIANA NORTHERN 125 21] 5 a7i 12 2 ‘i. 2 “ é 3 ? é 
INDIANA SOUTHERN 125 25] 24 1 az] 2a hs oo] 31 4 a n 3 {3 
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Table G-1 
U. & Customs Cout 
of Cases Pulled anc Terminated 
By Type of Case, 1978 and 1979" 

Type of Case isTs isTs 
7,129 73,106 
97 i 
3,568 L178 

1,687 
75,845 62,034 
ll 66 
13,822 4,317 
62,034 $7,785 
2 o 
1 8 
12 J 
7 1 
* 5 
13,832 14,482 
2,838 2,178 
2,188 2,162 
14,482 14,498 


The 2,094 new civil actions filed in the 1979 fiscal year ircluded approximately 
8,200 denied protests covering 2° 444 entries of merchandise. 


‘'Fisow Years - October 1 through September 30. 
* Revised 
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TABLE G-22¢.—U.S. Cow! of Customs and Patent Appeals cases filed, 
termunated, and pending, |)-month period ended June 30, 1979 
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TABLE G-2b.—U.S. Cowt of Customs and Patent Appeals average 


tumes of cases disposed of with Opinions, 1|2-month periods ended June 
30, 1974-1979 
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i! B S882 SSR “Saz8| & Sas! 5 

. ig Z| & 85a" sesg “aaa | sg sr’ 
7 $| § Ras" BER “aaer| - | 
is J & SSS" Seg “ss8s/ g ges) = 
TT | g S627 =2ag “=eRa2/| s se-! sc 
a ag J § H8g2 asge °engs i 85 ° 
in B) § 88g2 Segg “eags| & Ran) 


Type of Came 


= 


aidan’ 


a 


Sle DREW OMe YOOrT included in mEBCe encoun: 


gti 


1" i 


i 


Table G-3b. - Report of the U.5. Court of Claims 
for the Court Year Ended September 30, 1978 


Trial Judges Dockets 


General Jurisdiction: 
Cases pending on September 30, 1979, on Trial Judges do>kets: 
1,400 petitions representing 16,704 claimants. 


Reports made by Trial Judges: (87 reports, 113 memorandum reports). 
Congressional Reference: 
Cases pending on September 30, 1979, on Commissioners dockets: 
15 petitions representing 276 claimants. 
Reports made by Commissioners: (2 trial reports, 5 panel reports). 


Petitions To The Supreme Court 
For Writs Of Certiorari 


Petitions for certicrari mmr Gateber B, BGTS . ccccccccccccccecccccceecs 12 
Petitions for certiorari October 1, 1978 
September 30, 1979 2... ccc cececccceneeeeseeeeeseeeeeeeeees 3 
Record for court year October 1, 1978 to September 30, 1979: 
Petitions for certiorari denied... ... cc cee ccc nce e ewes eeeeeeeeees 21 
Petitions for certiorari allowed .......cccccc cece cece eeeeeeeeeeee 2 
Petitions for certiorari filed but not acted upon .... 1... ec eecccccccces " 
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3-1. United Stetes District Courts. Number of Grand Juries 


Taebdie 


For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 38, 1979 
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For The Twelwe Mont! Period Ended June 30, 


Tatie J-1. United Stetes District Courts. Number of 
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ltl My — — Halil tlt yl vill hi til Hy 
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38, 1879 
Average Average 
Number of Number of 
Distroet Sessions durors in Hours in Jurors Per Hours Per 
Convened Session Session Session Session 
Total eli districts .........«..- 8,791 194,168 50,896 18.8 $.20 
Destrict of Columbie.......... 705 13,839 3,373 18.6 ams 
First Coreuit 
Tee caseecccosooesooosces 14 772 ee 18.4 3.64 
Maemoctupet™S .« « «ssc eccuus 330 6,441 1,542 18.5 4.73 
New Hampshire .........«+«- 31 $77 177 18.6 3.71 
Rhode island ..«« «6s ccucues 42 872 260 20.8 6.18 
Puerto Rico... . sence ccueee oF si? 237 18.9 $.15 
Secané Cireuit 
Commectiont . . «sc ccscccces iM 21638 TS1 18.7 $60 
New Yor 
BEGEEED coccocococooos 72 1,468 30e 26.1 4a 
BED ccccccccosceoos 66 13,613 2,773 19.8 404 
Gowtherm .. «ccc cccccues 7s 18,738 4,328 20.2 442 
Wester . . . «ccc cnccuues 78 3,387 ese 18.9 $.02 
VEE coccccccoceoceeoes 4) 785 188 18.4 266 
Tiurd Cireuit 
a 922 164 19.4 3.91 
New Jersey .. « « «- -sccuuues 300 5,795 1,404 18.3 468 
—6 ——————————————— 377 7,304 1,667 18.4 442 
BER oc ccccccccecocees 38 733 263 19.8 iM 
* pocccocoocoese 18 3,042 46 19.6 6.09 
Virgin Indeands® . 2. ccc wees - ° ° ° ° 
Fourth Cirewit 
Maryland . 6 ccc ccc cccwuuee 276 5.343 1,436 in4 — — 3. 20 
North Cerobne: 
a 27 SOE 1“ 21.0 $.33 
BSED co ccccccesecoscee 30 $9? i798 19.7 $.97 
Western . . 6 cc cece wuee 12 229 be 18.1 6.58 
Sowth Caroling . . «6 cc ccccucue 22 46) 163 71.0 741 
virgyme: 
eee eee 161 3,207 1,061 19.9 6.59 
XX— 22 420 181 18.1 6.86 
West Virginia: 
eg 22 oes 166 22.2 7.55 
Gowtherm . 6 cc ccc ewww 73 1,404 sae 18.7 7.28 
Fifth Cirewit 
Alsbeme 
Wortherm . 6 cc ccc ce wwuue sé 1,211 392 71.6 7.00 
a 21 435 118 20.7 $47 
Gowthern . 6 ccc we euee 4 300 92 14 6.57 
Fiore: 
Mortem . 6 6 cc ccc ww eee 15 305 Ld 20.3 $.93 
eee eee 175 3,470 992 19.8 $.67 
eg 375 7,461 isi? 18.9 431 
George: 
gg iss 3,115 ose 18.7 6.05 
a 957 315 20.4 6.70 
Og vvvvvvvvv——— 20 417 oe 20.9 4. 
Lowman 
eee eee eee eee 116 2,278 715 19.6 6.16 
VE — 57 1,163 279 20.4 4.89 
ee $1 1,089 355 21.4 6.96 
V issiesipp: 
Wortherm . 5 cc ccc wuwee v7 $57 221 18.2 7.62 
eg VVVVVVVVvvvvVv—— 2 490 131 18.6 $.24 
Texan 
eg VVVVVvvvvv— $1 1,875 610 20.1 6.70 
ee au ™ a1 18.1 $.55 
Gowtherh . 6 ccc ee uee 173 3,433 a ae oar 
Western peccceccosoooeos 142 2,014 5 
Canal Lone - - - - ° 


eee ee eeeeeeeeeee 
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Tebie J-2. United Stetes District Courts. Grand Juror 
Usage For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 
Distrmet Sessions Jurors im 
Conwenec Session 
Sixth Cireuit 
Kentucky: 
DEED ccoeoccooeeceees 4 L141 316 TL.1 $85 
Rc cocccocesesees $2 1,082 271 21.8 5.21 
Mictagan. 
Eagle . . ccc ccccccces 266 $916 #12 18.3 3.92 
Westerm . ~~ ec ccccccces 46 912 a4 188 6.43 
Otwo: 
PEED coccceoccecoos 176 3,$17 sv? 20.0 4 
Th saeaceessesece 83 1,601 SSS 18.3 6.69 
Tennemec 
— 14 THO 8s 20.7 6.07 
DT44444 $3 1,076 388 28.3 6.75 
a $3 1,889 369 20.3 6.12 
Seventh Cireuit 
Tlbnoss: 
Northerg pecsecooosceees 431 6049 2,200 20.5 5.10 
Contral®.. ....ssceeeees 37 780 22) 21.1 6.63 
DT sescssceesnee 37 723 217 18.5 3.06 
iInd@ene 
PEED cocococescoose 43 si6 v8 18.0 5.07 
SHRED cccccccoeceoce 66 1,331 ave 26.2 70 
* sconsin: 
Dr sscececeesooees 64 1,318 346 20.6 S41 
——— —— 27 $11 162 18.9 600 
Exghth Cirewit 
Arkawes: 
Dn odeceessosoenes 8 “7” 131 14 6.09 
ne 10 225 46 22.5 460 
lowe. 
PD ossccceeceoees 26 $45 161 21.0 6.19 
DD coeceeeeeecoos 390 im 18.5 6.40 
MEEEIIED ecccececocesceses 64 12M 242 18.3 5.6 
Missour 
DD eccecceoooceeces 67 1,321 375 18.7 5.60 
Wetec cocccococecoes 65 333 479 20.5 € 60 
A 21 422 141 201 6.71 
North Dekote.........6se08- 15 301 69 20.1 5.93 
Sowth Dekote .......cccccces 17 332 we 18.5 5.65 
Winth Cireuit 
RED co ccccccoceceeceeseoes 14 279 106 19.9 7.87 
ASEBEED cc ccccocecesceseoss 128 2,$31 671 19.8 6.24 
Cabfornie: 
Worthern .. 66. cccceeees 163 3,248 eee 19.9 5.51 
Bester . . wc ccc ⏑ —⏑—⏑— o— 71 1,481 346 20.9 4s’ 
Coemtral .. 6. cc ccccceues 376 7,217 2,015 19.2 6.36 
Southern ... ccc cccecees 163 3,226 soe 19.8 an 
a 31 148 18.9 arr 
BOD oc ccccccccccceseeseoss 22 oan 141 20.4 641 
SNEED cc ccccecceccecccocs 7 143 “s 20.4 643 
BOUEED cccccceccecocecceos 110 “) 18.8 439 
ee re 6) 1,138 406 18.1 ou 
Washington: 
Eastern . oc cc ccc eeseees 12 27 $0 20.6 417 
Western . 6. ccc ccc eueuns 60 1,209 478 21.7 r. 
GERM ccccccccccccecocoece il 221 $s 20.1 $ 00 
Nort Maeriane 
AA oc cccccccccccccces - - - - ° 
Tenth Cireuit 
ee $0 oe4 370 18.7 7.40 
BeMEBc cc ccccccecoceecoses 25 $21 i174 208 6 
New Memeo. . 6 6 cc 31 612 14 18.7 46 
Oklahome: 
Northern . oc cc cee ewuee 20 410 182 20.5 7" 40 
Eastern ...... peccecece 18 343 117 18.1 @s0 
Western... ccc cae occcce “ ees 18.7 4 
BED ccocccccccece eccccce . 21 409 107 18.5 6.10 
oEX 1 204 144 20.3 1. 
1 The districts of Virgin islands, Canal Zone, and Northern Mariane islands reported 
no grand juries in existence during the 12 month period, July i, 1978 - A= 30, 1978. 
2Central [linows includes 12 month date from Danville, Peoria, Rock island and Springfield. 
‘southern Dlinols includes 12 month date from Alton, Benton, Cairo and Bast St. Louis. 


Table J-3. United States District Courts. Petit Juror Usage 
Por the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 


Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days 
Percent Percent duror 
District Total Selected or Percent Not Selected Total Percent Percent hen 
Available Serving | Challenged | Serving or Civil Criminal 
a Challenged | 
Total all districts........ | $65,617 $9.2 16.2 24.6 20,851 | 47.7 $2.6 19.60 
District of Columbia.......... | 13,660 $7.0 14.5 28.5 sos | 35.0 6.0 | 2265 
Pirst Cireuit 
PED coccccesoooeeeeeeees 1,058 71.8 14.2 14.0 63 63.5 36.5 16.79 
MaempechuettS ......sssccees 10,374 68.9 a8 22.3 $71 30.5 68.5 18.17 
New Hampshire ...... pecccee 2,059 64.5 14.8 20.7 133 85.0 15.0 15.48 
Rhode Island .......ssseee«- 3,713 81.7 12.3 6.0 24 $1.8 48.2 16.58 
Puerto Ric ....ccccccccccees $,313 43.1 12.9 38.0 224 48.7 $1.3 22.71 
Second Circuit 
Commectiout .....ssscccecces 3,657 74.0 17.3 8.7 215 69.8 36.2 17.01 
New York: 
Northern .....sccccccces 2,604 34.2 74 344 135 57.8 42.2 19.29 
Eastern . «ccc cccccncces 28,449 $9.0 17.0 24.0 1,435 42.2 $7.8 19.83 
— —2* 2*2*2*2*2*2** 45,075 $2.4 16.1 31.5 1,954 41.3 $8.7 13.07 
Wester eeereer eee eeeeoe $,664 76.1 114 186.5 238 37.4 62.4 21.95 
VEPMOM 2c ccccccccecceres 2,232 $7.3 10.7 32.0 128 75.0 25.0 17.4 
Third Circuit 
a 1,499 67.2 18.9 13.9 117 $1.2 18.8 12.81 
New Jersey seer eereeeeeeeeeeee 11,500 67.0 iL. 271.9 600 47.0 $3.0 18.17 
Pennsyivania: 
BQStern 2. ccc ccccseceee 35,569 45.9 19.0 35.1 1,604 71.4 28.2 22.18 
MiGGe . oc cc ccecccccces 3,852 75.2 17.7 7.1 226 77.8 23.0 17.04 
Westen . occ ccccccccees 12,028 $3.9 19.4 26.7 631 56.3 43.7 19.06 
Virgin Islands... «6. sc ccccens 4,924 $9.0 23.4 17.4 175 37.7 62.3 28.14 
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Tanie J-1 United Stetes Dustrict Courts. Petit Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Perot Ended June 30, 1975 
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Table Ki. Federal Public Defenders 
Statistical Summary of Activities by District 
For the Twelve-Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 
Cases Closed 
| Hours in Court! 
Pencing Pending 
Representations by July 1, Cases Average | June 30, 
District 1978 Opened | Number Tote! 1979 
Bes coccecocooococooe 3,240 14,077 14,205 22,909 Le 112 
Criminal ......++ ces 2,164 6,834 9,204 19,993 2.2 1,784 
—— seecceecoooocos 384 435 433 233 6.5 43 
peoccececooooose 702 4,74 4,568 *.683 0.6 82 
ARIZONA ...-cccccccuess 188 957 $76 1,192 1.2 169 
Criminal ......eecee- 137 656 706 1,066 1.5 $9 
Appeals .....-ssseeeee 28 43 “4 39 0.9 27 
GEREP coccescceceese ° 23 246 226 8° 0.4 43 
CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN. . 135 Bac 824 1,152 1.4 196 
Criminal ......«++- eee 82 713 645 960 1.5 150 
Appeals ......«s«s6. ee 24 12 18 10 0.6 18 
Other ..cccccccccces ° 23 ; 160 161 181 1.1 a | 
CALIFORNIA, EASTERN ... 223 $32 1,000 662 0.9 
Criminal .......«. eccce 138 $069 623 674 1.1 
Appeals .......+.. eee se 16 12 20 11 0.6 
Other see eeeeeeeeeee es 351 357 177 6.5 
CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL... 404 1,627 1,710 3,308 1.9 
i seeteseceoees 261 826 910 2,814 hi 
scocccces eccce 41 27 28 10 0.4 
GEREP cccccccecccecce 102 774 772 484 0.6 
COLORADO ....... eecce 95 309 327 651 2.0 
Criminal see ereeeeeneeeee. 37 132 W ses T.? 
Appeals ......ceeceees 18 18 20 10 0.5 
Other se ee eeeeeeeeeee 20 99 Be 276 3.1 
CONNECTICUT ...... X 56 195 194 498 2.6 
Criminal .....se66. eee 33 101 112 408 3.6 
Appeals see © se ee 8 © 4 6 8 12 1.5 
GUREP ccccccccccccesce 19 88 74 78 1.1 
FLORIDA, NORTHERN .... 19 142 13% 170 1.3 
Criminal .....0seeee8% 10 104 ef 144 1.5 
eocccces seccee 6 4 * 2 0.3 
Other see ereeeeeee se ff 3 4 30 3 0.8 
FLORIDA, MIDDLE ....... 75 307 261 655 2.5 
Criminal .....eeesee0s 49 213 218 616 2.8 
Appeals ...... eccccese 2 19 4 10 2.5 
Other se eee? ef —2— 24 75 39 29 0.7 
FLORIDA, SOUTHERN ..... 273 751 653 1,479 2.3 
Criminal seereeeneneneneneeee 168 454 442 1,198 2.7 
Appeals see nereneeeneneeeees 32 25 15 30 2.0 
Other *eeeeeneeeneeeeee 73 272 196 250 1.3 
GEORGIA, SOUTHERN..... 20 $24 $31 $24 1.0 
Criminal seeeeneeneneeeee 19 $14 $20 $07 1.0 
Appeals *eetcteeeeeeeeeee = 2 2 1 6.5 
Other seereeeeneneeneeneteee. 1 8 & 16 18 
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Tetie Kl. Federal Public Defenders 
Statistical Summary of Activities by Dustrict 
For the Twelvwe-Month Period Ended Jume 30, 1979 


Cases Closed 
| Hours i: Court! 
Representatians Dy duly 1, | Cases Averege -— 7: 
District 1974 Number | Total Case] 1979 
TOTAL: ILLINOIS. .....-- s 6s $s 1.8 2.0 19 
Criminal .....-+++05- 7 $2 “ 165 2.2 12 
Appeals ....s«seeeee- 1 ‘4 2 2 1.0 3 
Other «cc ccccccccees 1 s t 3 6.5 4 
ILLINOIS, CENTRAL ..... - ‘4 4 3 os - 
Criminal .....-++s05- - 3 3 3 18 - 
Appeals seeeeeeeeeee baad aa - - — . 
Other «ccc ccceweuee ° - i i - - - 
ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN .... ? 61 $1 108 2.1 19 
Criminal .....sseee ° 7 48 “4 162 2.3 12 
Appeals ....sseceeees 1 ‘4 2 2 1.8 3 
ee ° 1 * 5 3 6.6 4 
KANSAS .....ssseeeee 6s 229 238 337 4 86 
Aii⸗ 40 155 166 295 is 7 
Appeals... seeeeee 20 il 16 6 0.4 15 
Other 2... ————— — — 5 63 $6 36 6.6 i2 
KENTUCKY, EASTERN ... 43 194 204 633 3.1 33 
Criminal ....csss065 24 107 112 $47 49 19 
Appeals .. «6. scceceee 14 s 16 7 04 7 
Ct) 5 78 76 Uy 1.1 7 
LOUISIANA, EASTERN “7 242 24 472 2.0 Ss 
Criminal .....ssee0 30 177 170 428 2.5 37 
Appeals .....ccceecee 7 ‘4 | 2 6.2 2 
Other ..ccccceceens 10 61 $$ 43 ts 16 
MARYLAND .....00065 ° 187 472 $06 404 of 171 
Criminal ....-ssse065 115 329 364 368 1.0 80 
Appeals... ccc wwuee is 16 15 ‘4 0.3 16 
OUNer 2c ccc cewwweee 27 127 128 33 ).3 25 
MINNESOTA? ......... - | 105 71 286 4.0 34 
Criminal ....sse0006 - 80 56 280 5.0 24 
Appeals oeeeeeeeeeee © = 4 1 = aad 3 
OUNGT 2 ccc ccceeeeeee - 21 14 5 0.4 7 
MISSOURI, WESTERN..... | 121_j 1,216 1,243 ees o7 i. 
Criminal .....seee6- 35 165 164 716 44 36 
Appeals WTTTITITITT 10 13 15 il 0.7 * 
ee ° 7 | 1,038 1,064 188 6.1 $0 
NEVADA *eeeee **e#eeeeee 24 269 237 478 2.0 66 
Criminal ....sceeee- ° 27 187 167 44) 2.7 a7 
Appeals... cc ceeecue ° 1 J 2 4 1.3 7 
ee € 73 67 32 6.5 i2 
NOW JERSEY... ..ss06- 251 $93 610 1,062 1.7 234 
Criminal .....++ —XRX 153 497 406 943 2.3 184 
Appeals... ccc ceeeees 16 15 23 ‘4 6.2 s 
a 82 171 181 116 0.6 72 
NEW MEXICO XRX 9s 292 294 298 1.0 ' $3 
Criminal ..... eeccses 33 121 137 206 1.9 17 
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' lmciudes over $2. (00 criminal cages commenced in ) 820 as Lhe result of enioroement 
of tbe Netional Prohibitior Act Hed it been possibie to exclude these cages Lhe total 
nur ber of crimina! cases fied would have been B.D 

* The Ggures om criminal cases Go not include cases transferred under Rule Dor 2). 
Federei Rules of Crimtnal Proceture 

* Statistics are for the United States District Court for the Virgin Islands estad- 
Mehed June M, 1606, Tithe @ USC, Gec 1006X. 

* Eastern and Western Districts of Sowth Carolinas consolidated under P Ls 242, 
eGective Odeber 7, 1065. 

* The Middle District of Fiorids established under PL. 67-062, effective July ®, 
ea 

* Beginning in 1060 statistics are for the United States District Court for the Canal 
Zous established under 37 Bist. 464, August 0j, 1918. 

* Por years 1600, 1960 and 1000 statistics reGect cases Giled in the four divisions of 
the Gistrict court for the Territory of Aleaste Statistics for 1980 and 1980 reflect Glings 
in the United States District Court for the District of Alaska, established under 
P.L.. 68-70, effective June 84, 1068. Figures for 1900 are for entire fiscal year. 

*The Bestern end Central Districts of California were setablished under P.L. 
0-372, effective Sepiember 14, 1008. 

* Statistics are for the United States District Court for Guam established under 
the Organic Act of Quam, PL. 61-630, effective Augual /, (000. 

Sovece. Annual Report of the Attorney General, Fiscal Year 1600 and Aanual 
Report of the Director of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, 
Fiscal Years 1060, 1960, 1900 and 1988. 
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cases filed by district, fiscal years 1960 to 1970 
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cares filed by district, fiscal years 1960 to 1970—Continued 
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Table X-4 
Appeals Commenced in the U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Durig the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 36, 1930, 1948, 1915, 1969 and 1961-1979 


1 Carewt 
B.C. 
1938 ...... 2,274 325 161 ote 26) 162 a8 233 201 314 ue 18? 
1948 ...... 2. 203 214 111 $72 322 iss 396 340 377 be] 335 218 
1958 ...... 2.4630 434 6? a8 22 156 aut 238 774 44 317 iss 
1968 ...... 1,699 ses is See 296 224 $77 30€ 329 237 435 Le | 
1061 ...... 4704 $37 146 674 iM 280 636 346 328 146 “35 66 
1962 ...... 4433 633 165 $82 437 306 715 412 364 297 $ae tt 
1963 ...... 5,437 81 143 695 410 387 ev4 411 424 780 Tu 313 
1964 .....4. 6,623 735 204 717 457 467 1,633 388 464 345 621 ais 
1065 ...... 6,766 es 210 O60 497 610 1,065 obs $14 333 WR 
1966 .....4. 7,183 87 i199 676 $38 612 1,083 631 Sas 443 77 571 
1067 .. .nu 7,903 79 183 979 69) 863 1,173 717 $s 436 $35 60 
1968 ...... s,116 945 213 1,072 636 1,025 1,378 783 68) 453 1,182 bY 
1968 ...... 10,248 1,004 221 1,263 671 1,008 1,763 bes 712 aac 1. 4164 624 
1976 ...... 11,662 1,127 277 1,343 1,083 1,166 2,014 sii os4 306 1,585 743 
1971 .....- 12,788 1,055 Jed 1,433 1,100 1,211 2,316 1,615 w02 713 1,836 34 
1072 ...45. 14,535 1,168 4721 1,317 1,108 1,399 2,864 1,248 oo Te 2,258 oe4 
1973 ....4- 15,628 1,0 wy) 1,709 1,197 1,573 2,964 1,261 1,117 $21 2,316 sie 
1974 ....5. 16,436 1,243 387 1,802 1,216 1,462 31,294 1,335 1,086 oes 1,687 18 
1078 .. 4.4. 16,686 1,113 477 1,738 1,392 LJ 31,292 1,436 L176 1,009 2,731 wee 
1976 . 2.45. 18,408 1,260 364 1,698 1,621 1,464 3,628 1,628 1,247 1,080 2,907 1,108 
W977 .. 446s 19,118 1,175 $63 2,063 1,729 1,656 31,363 1,627 1,386 1,123 2,905 1,128 
1978 . 2.45. 18,918 1,183 $63 1,601 1,667 1444 3,507 1,785 1,486 oat 3,008 1,183 
1978 2.446. 20,219 1,415 5o9 2,088 1,702 1,925 1,6s4 1,889 1,603 970 i010 Lie 
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TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE JUDICIAL 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


The following is a report of activities relating to the 
Criminal Justice Act (CJA) during the first half of fiscal year 
1979 (FY79) which ended on March 31, 1979. 


Status of Appropriations 
The Congress appropriated $24,800,000 for “Defender 


Services" for FY 1979. The current estimate of obligations 
for FY 1979 is $23,973,000 as follows: 


Federal Public Defender Organizations (FPD) .$ 8,128,000 
Community Defender Organizations (CD).... 3,472,000 


be lh Rn a ag Apne pe — ted 
6,618 persons in the first half of FY79 accounting for 34.7% 


of fiscal years 1977, 1978, and 1979. 


Case Distribution - First Half of Year 


ier? evs isTs 
Percent of CJA Percent of CJA Percent of CJA 


Appountments §§$§Appountments =§ Appointments 


Panel Attorneys $4 $6.7 “4.5 
FPp! 7 16 MI 
cp’ 15.5 16.7 u⸗ 

TOTAL 106.0 100.6 108.0 


Percent Percent Percent 
ier? | users | s9T?- 1979 a. 5. 
Panel Attorneys | 11,084 10,302 -T.a | 6083) -108 - 19.9 
rep! 6227 «6,80 ao (66m) 424 “us 
cp? 3,203 386 #2 (3983) i is 
TOTAL 20,614 20,328 -14 eon) - 6. 4 


Ipxcludes inmate requests from the United States Medical Center, 
Springfield, Missouri: 417 in PY 1977; 297 in FY 1978; and 377 in FY 1978. 


"Focal year 1979 figures inctute 116 “wamigrotion vistation? potty offense 
cases 


the Southern District of California. 


US Courts of Agpeais | US. District Cowts | 
Pow Leet ender Pare Lee! ener Graeme 
Teer Carne ys! Offhees | Total Artorneys! | Offices Total | Total 
Ate, 
ists Lee ar? ness) SEIT 11.053 | SesTe | alco 
1875 23% 504 i —* mary 6] ahrn | fen 
— Ler 635 << mom | ae!) ee 
oe rT) te . acme «| pate! tee 
et? Loe ere . — 575 «| 4h 
lieve Lenn oe 2500] 21.763 433 «|| 4htee! ane 
La mete 
ists . oe .. Sa eT es ans see 
_ ee ene er Lest |) (thee? ensme 6| 64.063! e000 


, 197%. 
‘Estimated agpoum ments for the twelve-manth persed ending June 36, 1976 
*Transithon Quarter estimate July | through September 30, 1 #76). 


The decrease in CJA appointments in FY78 and in the first 
six months of FY79 may be attributed to the following: 


udiciary caseload statistics for 1978 reflect 

that during the twelve-month period ending December 31, 

1978, a total of 33,573 criminal cases were filed, a de- 

crease of 12.3% from their 1977 level of 38,275. During 

the same period civil filings totalled 144,212, an increase 

of 6.6% from the 135,298 filed in 1977. This increase in 
the 


civil filings follows the pattern seen over past several 
years - civil actions since 1972 have increased 49%. The 
following table reflects 1977 and 1978 criminal case 
filings statistics for the districts which Federal 


have 
Public and Community Defender Organizations, and the 
numerical and percent increase or decrease in filings they 
experienced. 


Leste’ ct Fiings! Numerical] Percent 
1877 i978 #§#$=Imcrease/Decrease Increase’ Decrease 
Arizonms 976 718 - 266 - 27.3 
California (C) 1674 1286 - 4 - Te 
California (£) 582 até - 6 - 2s 
Caled ornia (N) 672 473 - i - Bs 
Cotaredo 4 478 116 32.8 
Connecticut 200 i173 - n - ins 
Florida (™) 606 455 ~ $1 - 49 
Florida (N) 1$0 135 - - 168 
Florida (S) ™ $$1 - 183 - ts.9 
(‘s) 413 6$1 238 $7.6 
Dinos (E) 212 180 - 2 - 8.1 
ILumos (S) 7S 120 45 60.8 
Kansas 402 re? - 415 78.6 
Kentucky (E) 284 221 63 - 22.2 
Louisiana (£) 166 P86 270 - 47.7 
Maryland 1,096 1,123 27 2.5 
Vinnesote 273 267 - 6 - 2.2 
Vissouri (W) 67s 656 - - 3s 
Nevede 193 109 - - 423.5 
New Jersey 1,046 677 - 36 - 35.3 
New Mexecc 308 302 - . - 2 
Ohio (N) Ht 372 ~ 2 - 374 
Pennsylvania (W) 321 781 - - 12.5 
Puerto Rico 215 205 - 108 - 4&7 
South Carolina 360 284 - - Li 
Tennemee (M) 367 307 - - 164 
Tennessee (Ww) 249 216 - 3 - 133 
Texas (S) 1,199 1,347 187 13.2 
Texas (Ww) 1,161 oe4 - 177 - 18.3 
Virgin islands 353 419 6&6 18.7 
w (w) 961 979 is 19 
Went Virginia (S) = 188157 - 2 - 165 
TOTALS: 17,465 15,131 - 2,334 - 4 
cous: . 
California (S) 831 630 - 201 - 34.2 
Georgia (N) 451 344 - - 215 
Minow (N) 722 64) - 9 10.9 
M (£) 1,049 680 - 369 25.2 
New York (E) 677 702 25 i,7 
New York (5) 1,084 1,022 - 6 - §7 
244 2 4 1.6 
Penneyivania(E) «624449 - 13 - 280 
TOTALS: 5,692 4,738 - — - 164 


‘Source: "Federal Judicial Workload Statistics, January - December 1978," 
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. 
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At the close of 1978, the pending criminal caseload was 
almost identical to that of 1977, while the pending civil case- 
load had increased by 6.1 percent. All criminal offense 
groups, except three, recorded fewer filings. Only homicide, 
fraud, and immigration law prosecutions rose. The following 
table reflects the three offense groups which experienced 
increases in 1978 and those which showed declines of 15 per- 
cent or more. 


Percent 
Offense 1977 1978 increase 
Homicide 137 141 2.9 
Fraud 4,782 4,974 4.0 
Immugretion Laws 1,532 1,753 14.4 
Offenses with Decline of 15% or More 
Auto Theft 989 569 ~$2.5 
Burglary <92 186 -36.3 
Liquor Laws 110 71 -35.5 
Drug Abuse Prevention 4,281 3,326 -22.3 
Federa) Statutes 2,378 1,793 -24.6 
Robbery 1,607 1,215 -24.4 
Larceny 4, 366 3,542 -18.9 
Forgery/Counterfeit 3,992 3,340 -1€.3 


One additional consideration is that in statistical year 
1978, U.S. Attorneys tended to refer more federal/state law 
violations to the states for prosecution. There was also an 


emphasis on civil litigation by many U.S. Attorneys. 


The full impact of the Speedy Trial Act has yet to be 
determined. A recent study by the DOJ stated that "many 
United States Attorneys have instructed law enforcement 
agencies in their districts to avoid mu..ing arrests before 
indictment whenever possible, notwithstanding the existence 
of clear, or even abundant, probable cause." This study 
showed that, for the twelve months ending on June 30, 1978, 
as compared to tne previous year, the number of defendants 
whose arrests preceded formal charge decreased from 18,849 
to 9,169, a decrease of 51%. This practice affords the 


government an opportunity to prepare a case before the time 
limits commence, and thus could very likely increase pressure 
on defense counsel through a reduction in the time available 
in which to prepare a case. In addition, the Speedy Trial time 
limits may result in an increase in the number of criminal 
declinations. 


vor 


Panel Attorney Representation 
Average Payments to Counsel 


The following table provides actual average payments to 
panel attorneys for fiscal year 74 through 78, and those esti- 
mated for panel attorneys for fiscal years 78 through 80. 
These figures include attorney compensation and reimburse- 
ment pursuant to subsection (d) of the Criminal Justice Act 
but do not include costs of transcripts, expert and other 
services \which figures are provided infra). 


Average Payment to Counsel 


Year Courts of Appeals District Courts 
1974* $ 769 $ 312 
1975* 769 340 
1976* 798 373 
1977* 855 390 
1978* 777 314 
1978 Estimate 870 410 
1979 Estimate 880 420 
1980 Estimate 890 430 


*Figures computed as of March 31, 1979. 


The estimates for fiscal years 78 through 80 are based on 
the currently authorized compensation rates. It should be 
noted, however, that legislation might be reintroduced in the 
96th Congress which would increase hourly rates of compen- 
sation and the statutory maximums. The 95th Congress con- 
sidered, but did not enact, legislation (S. 1437 and H.R. 6869) 
which would have increased both hourly rates and statutory 
maximums by 50%. 


Average payments to counsel have risen over the years and 
in all probability will continue to increase due to more com- 
plex and protracted litigation and a greater number of claims 


for excess compensation being approved by the chief judges 
of the courts of appeals. 


An increase in the reimbursable expenses of attorneys due 
to inflationary pressures is also a contributing factor. 


Average payments to counsel for services rendered in the 
courts of appeals for FY78, based on claims processed as of 
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March 30, 1979 ranged from $24 in the Fifth Circuit to $942 
in the Second. The average for all circuits was $777. 


Payments for district court representation during the same 
period ranged from a low average of $82 in the Southern 
District of California to a high of $1,055 in the Southern Dis- 
trict of Florida. The modest average for the Southern District 
of California is largely influenced by the more than 2,200 
material witnesses who were represented under the CJA in 
FY78. Those cases account for more than 70% of the dis- 
trict's total assignments. The average payment to counsel for 
all districts was $314. 


Exhibits A-1 and A-2 present for fiscal years 1978 and 
1979, the various categories for which counsel were provided, 
together with costs relating to such representations. Exhibits 
B-1 anc B-2 contain the number and types of appointments 
made during fiscal years 1978 and 1979 in each circuit and 
district. Exhibits C-1 and C-2 provide details regarding the 
number of persons represented and the payments made to 
counsel in each circuit and district during years 1978 
and 1979. 


Compensation for Extended or 
Complex Representation 


During the first half of FY79, 537 payments in excess of 
$1,000 in felony cases were approved. The largest payment 
emounted to $33,511 for representation in an extortion/rack- 
eteering .ase in the Middle District of Florida. The average 
for all such payments was $2,910. Exhibit D-1 details, by cir- 
cuit and district, all approved payments for compensation in 
excess of $1,000 for extended or complex felony cases 
approved during the period October 1, 1978 through March 31, 
1979 (the first half of FY79) while Exhibit D-2 summarizes 
these payments by fiscal year. 


Between Ovtober 1, 1978 and March 31, 1979, ten pay- 
ments in excess of $400 for extended or complex representa- 
tion in misdemeanor cases were approved. The iargest of 
these payments was $1,490 for representation provided in a 
social security fraud case in the Northern District of Illinois. 
The average for all such payments was $754. Exhibit E-1 lists 
the payments for the first six months of FY79 while Exhibit 
E-2 details these payments by fiscal year. 
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With regard to payments made for extended or complex 
discretionary appointments during the first half of FY79, 136 
claims in excess of $250 were approved. The largest payment 
was $5,051 for a habeas corpus petitioner in the Northern 
District of Texas and the average for all matters was $744. 
Exhibit F-1 lists all payments made from October 1, 1978 
through March 31, 1979, while Exhibit F-2 summarizes these 
payments by fiscal year. 


Between October, 1978 and March 31, 1979, 78 claims for 
compensation for expert and other services of an untsual 
character or duration were approved and paid. The largest 
single payment was $5,825 for a psychiatrist in the District of 
Columbia, and the average cost per case was $1,039. Exhibit 
G-1 lists all such payments by circuit and district for the first 
six months of FY79 while Exhibit G-2 details these payments 


by fiscal year. 


Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 


As of March 31, 1979, a total of $473,544 was paid from 
the FY79 CJA appropriation for transcripts, investigative, 
expert, and other services. Current estimates are that, as 
later claims attributable to FY79 are approved and paid, the 
total cost for FY79 will amount to $2,320,000. The f 
tables reflect the cost of providing these services from FY74 
through FY77 and estimates for FY78 through FY80. 


Trenect pts, lowestagetive, Lapert, and Uther Services! 


1974 1975 19762 re 
Transcripts $1,250,371 $1,359,008 $74,721,708 $430,427 
Inve stigetors 122,648 128,499 144,28 36,057 
interpreters $6,337 sii 78,600 19,650 
Psyctuetrists 105,047 143,069 152,970 38,243 
Other Experts 76,506 __ 90,805 91,708 22, 927 
Total 1.605.709 1.772.839 2,189,212 $47,304 

1977 1978 1979 1980 
Transcripts 1,690,021 1,550,000 1,750,000 2,000,000 
Invest gators 108,854 104,000 110,000 120, C00 
Interpreters 63,785 103,000 107,000 115,000 
Psychiatrists 171,010 170,000 198,000 719,000 
Other Laperts 112,663 125,000 155,000 172,000 
Tote! 2,287,133 2,052,000 2,320,000 2,626,000 


1 The amounts estimated for fiscal years 76 through 80 for mvestigators, 
interpreters, psychiatrists end other services also inchude Federal Pubic 
Defender and Commumty Defenders ectual and estimated expendtures. 

2 Estimated obligations for the twelve-month period ending June 20, 1976. 


3 The $360,009 increase im the cost of transcripts im FY 76 compared with 
FY 7S was largely attributable to mnecreased transcript page retes wtech 
became effective on Nowember 1, 1976. 

‘ Transition quarter estimate (July | through September 30, 1976). 
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The projected increases for transcripts and other services 
in FY7S and FY80 are based primarily on past experience and 
anticipated irflation. 


Exhibit H-1 and H-2 provide a detailed breakdown of all 
costs attributable to transcripts, investigative, expert, and 
other services by circuit and district for fiscal years 78 and 
79 as of March 30, 1979. 


Federal Public Defender Organizations 


Two Federal Public Defender branch offices commenced 
operations in FY79. The Middie District of Florida, which has 
its main office in Tampa and a branch in Jacksonville, esta- 
blished a second branch office in Orlando in February, 1979. 
In addition, a new branch office in the Western District of 
Washington (Tacoma) began operations in October, 1978. 


Approximately 86.4% of the projected cost of operations 
of the 31 Federal Public Defender offices in fiscal year 1979 
will be utilized for personnel compensation and benefits. 


Exhibit I-1 is a composite statement showing for each 
organization the most recent estimate of obligations by 
classification and the projected number of case assignments 
and average cost per case. Exhibit I-2 provides details of 
personnel compensation anticipated for each office. 


A total of 6,995 cases were opened by Federal Public 
Defenders in the first six months of fiscal year 1979 and 
6,928 were closed. This includes 377 miscellaneous inmate 
requests by federa! prisoners of the U.S. Medical Center in 
Springfield, Missouri, which were responded to by the 
Missouri (Western) Federal Public Defender office. The 
highest volume office during this period was California 
(Central) with 791 openings and 755 closings. Exhibit J 
reflects the openings, closings, hours expended in court, and 
pending aseload for the 31 reporting offices for the first half 
of the fiscal year 1979. 


Based upon original submission projects, Federal 
Public Defenders have, as of March 31, realized 36% of their 
anticipated totals. This compares with 47% and 48% for the 
first halves of fiscal years 1978 and 1977, respectively. The 
shortfall in the first half of FY79 is, for the most part, a 
result of a decrease in criminal filings nationwide. 


OAK 
Community Defender Organizations 


Grants to Community Defender Organizations totalled 
$3,542,194 for fiscal year 1979 and those authorized for fiscal 
year 1980 totalled $3,702,000. The following table details the 
Community Defender allocations for fiscal years 79 and 80. 


FY 1979 FY 1980 


<ommumuty Def ender Authorized Authorized 
UOrgsnuizatian by the by the 
and Distroct USIC JSIC 
Federal Defenders of San Drego, Inc., 
San Inego, Calf orma $ 740,000 + 738,009 
Federal Defender Progrem, inc. 
Atlante, Georgie 237,622 231,000 
Federal Defender Progrem, inc. 
Chwcago, {li nos 375,000 464,009 
Legal Asd and Defeider Awn. 
of Detroit, Mictagen 600,000 566, 008 
Federal Defender Services Unit of the 
Legal Aed Society of New York 1,000,000 1,089,000 
Federal Defender Inc., 
Portland, Oregon 210,000 241,000 
Defender Assocation of Phuledcipme, 
Penmsyivania 379,572 373,000 
GRAND TOTAL $ 3,542,194 $ 3,702,000 


The 7 Community Defender Organizations were 
3,583 cases and closed 3,663 during the first half of FY79. 


The highest volume of cases was realized by Federal 
Defenders of San Diego, Inc. wtih 1,388 openings and 1,343 
closings.’ Exhibit K summarizes the openings, closings, hours 

in court, and pending caseloads for all seven organi- 
zations in FY79. 


Based upon original grant submission projections mace in 
December, 1977, Community Defenders have, as of March 31, 
realized 49% of their anticipated total caseload for fiscal 
year 1979. However, if the 716 immigration violation repre- 
sentations reported by the Southern District of California are 
excluded, Community Defenders will have reached only 39% 
of their original FY79 caseload projection. The 
acquisition rate for the first halves of fiscal years 1978 and 
1977 were 45% and 43%, respectively. 


' As noted previously, these figures include 716 immigration 
violation petty offense cases. 
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Comparative Costs of Representation 
By Panel Attorneys, Federal Public 
Defenders and Community Defenders 


Average compensation to panel attorneys for FY79 (dis- 
trict and appeals courts) is expected to reach $455 per case. 
This figure does not include the cost of investigative, inter- 
preter, psych‘atric, and other expert services. Such expend- 
itures are expected to add another $14 per case, thereby 
raising the average cost of panel attorney representation to 
$469. The estimatec average cost per case for FY78 is $140 
plus $14 for expert and other services or a total of $454 per 
case. The estimated increase amounts to $15 per case or 
3.3%. 


Based on current estimates, Federal Public Defender costs 
will average $574 per case in FY79. This figure excludes the 
approximately 750 Missouri (Western) inmate requests, and 
nonrecurring costs of newly established offices. This 
rte with an average cost of $511 in FY78, an increase 

12.3%. 


The average cost per case for Community Defenders in 
FY79 is expected to be $464, which is approximately the 
same as the $463 average for FY78. It should be noted that 
the FY79 cost per case is unusually low due to the inclusion 
of a large number of petty offense representations in the 
Southern District of California. It would be $571 per case if 
the approximately 1,430 immigration violations were 
excluded. These cost estimates are based on the authorized 
FY79 funding for Community Defender Organizations, and 
revised caseload projections which are included in fiscal year 
1981 Community Defender grant requests. 
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1. COURTS OF apPEn, 
First Circett 


Second Circett 


Third Circett 


Fifth Circuit 
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EXHIBIT D-} 
PAYHERT TO PRIVATE COUNSEL Im ERCESS 


OF THE $).000 STATUTORY SARI DURING 
TOSER 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH DF), 1979 


—2* 
leterstete Trens. of Caplostwes 
{ 13 coses ) 


Bernt Robbery 
Mercotics Vielettons 
Rercotics Violet tons 
Sercotics Vielettons 
Sercotics Violettes 
Rercotics Violettes 
Nerceotics Vielet tons 
Securities Freud 
Mei!) freed 

Bere Rodbery 

Met) Freed 
Comsptrecy, Freud 
Sercotics Vielettons 


Perjury. false Oeclerettons 

Murder, Possession Un! icensed 
Fireere 

Comspirecy, Mel! Freud 

Rercotics Vielettons 

Bert Bobbery, Conspirecy, Atding & 
Abet ting 

Mercotics Vielettons 

Mercotics Vielettons 

Conspiracy, Uttering Counterfeit 
On I 1 gat ton 

Nerco'tcs Vielettons 

Mercotics Vielettons 


( 2% coves ) 


Mercotics Vielettons 
Theft of Stolen Met! 


\2 


Tse 


#25 385 S252 @ 


1 


BS 


ne ee he he hm hd he he 
z8 


CIMOUTT/DISTRICT TYPE OF CASE fy WORT PAID 
1. COURTS OF ApPiM, 
Fifte Circett (cot’é) 
Comspirecy to Oefreutd Gowernment 77 1,015. 72 
Scheme to Defreud 77 1.«6.@ 
Wtsty Vieletion 77 1,198.0 
leterstate ‘rentportatior of 
Stolen fericle * 1,13.@ 
Post Office/Burglery " 1,188.0 
Sercetics Vielettons 77 1,223.0 
Treespertation of Stoles Vericles " 1.273. @ 
Comspirecy. Firearms Violation 77 1,293.0 
Comepirecy, ite Slewe Treffitc 7 1,310.@ 
Mell Freed 77 1.30. 
Comtrebend (FCI) 77 1.37.@ 
Comspirecy, forgery Poste! 77 1,0. @ 
Serceotics Vieletions 7" 1,410.9 
Sercotics Vielettons " 1,460.9 
Sercotics Fielettons 77 1,90. 
Comspirecy, Sercetics Violettons * 1.90.9 
Comp! . leterstete Commerce 
me tithes 77 1,617.9 
recy, leterstate Tress 
Stolen Vericles 77 1 £23.00 
Freud (Creett Cords) 77 2,833.0 
Fatlures to File withmolding 
Tees * 2,.73.@ 
Sreortion, Gestonsertan, fe 77 32 
Comspirecy te Oefreud U.S. 73 3,629.0 
Comspirecy, lnterstate/Foretgn 
Trowel, Recteteering 7 3,768. 
Siath Circuit { | case ) 1,999 % 
Bart Robbery * 1,000.9 
Severth® Circett ( 4 coves ) 4,360.0 
Attempted (ocape from federe! 
Cus tody 77 1,1. 
Rercotics Vielet tons 77 1, 20.@ 
leterstate Trees Steles Goods 7 1,412. 
Comepirecy, Me!) Freed 77 1-1 


PATHERT TO PRIVATE COUNSEL Ie ESCESS 
OF TE $).000 STATUTORNT REIL DURING 
i, — 


⏑⏑ DT. Se 
CIMCUIT/BISTRICT TYPE OF CASE fy WONT PAID 
1. COURTS OF aprim 
Cigmte Circett ( 8 coves ) “ *) 
Sete faloe Income Tee Stetenert 7 1,015.@ 
Berglery. Assee!t & Uefaeefe) Letry * 1— 
dretern Vielettors 77 1,395.0 
Comspirecy. Sercetics Wteletters " i = | 
Conse! . leterstete Tress. of 
Stoler " 1,330.03 
me! Frew 7 1,763.00 
bere Rotmery 77 1,673.00 
Felse Stetemerts to Gowerumeet 77 ‘.o.@ 
Siete Circett ( 4) coves ) 176 
Rercotics Flelettors ou. 


dewee bere botbery 

Comeptrecy. |) lege! Geet! tng 
Oe 

Violetton of lartgretion Lew 
Sercetics Vielettor 

I) lege! Tremapertetton of Alters 
Sercetics Vielettorm 

Mei! Theft. Forgery (Comtrects) 
Sercetics Vielettons 


Vieletton of larterettor Lew 042. 
Sercettcs ee. 
Sercetics Violet toms » 8. 
Rape (Pent terttery) 823 
Sercetics Vielettons 5 
Personetion of Gowernment 

inp loyee freut (wire) \, oe. 
Mercetics Vielet tons i oe 
Voluntary fers leughter ) 670. 
Meting Felee Income — 1,768. 
frewé ty Wire 1,7. 
Sercetics Vielet tors —* 
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EXEISIT D-1 


PAYWERT TO PRIVATE COUNSEL T@ ERECESS 
OF TE $1.00 STATUTORY FAZIO OURING 
KTOSER |, 1S7S THROUGH RCH FI. 1979 


CIMCwIT/DISTRICT TYPE OF CASE fy AOU PALD 
1. COURTS OF prim 
Stet® Circett ‘cont’¢) 
Seltctting & Accepting Bribes 77 27,.151.% 
Accessory After the fect 77 2.210.@ 
Sercetics Vieletions Me 2,245.9 
Sercetics Vieletion 77 2.233.@ 
Trespess ing 7 2,280.00 
Lercety te Meritioe Jertedicttos 
Sr eut * 2,406.90 
Comepirecy. False Statement on 
Loan App! ication ” 7,446.9 
Robbery WIth Dangerous Meapor ”7 2,480.9 
Trespass ing * — ——— 
Comapirecy. False Statement on 
Loan App! ication "7 2.987.456 
Sercetics Vieletios 77 3,119.8 
Rowbery/U 5. Poste! Exployee 77 4,270.00 
Sercotics Violation $ $.000.0 


Tenth Circett ( 3 coves ) 3,778.9 


Comspirecy. Geebiing & Lottery a 1,196.00 

— Agorevated Assault, 
* 1,163.00 
a. a Violetion of Copyrights 77 1,900.00 
u. PISTRICT Comers ( 40 cases ) 128,038.09 
— — ( 4 coves ) #,074. $9 
Massachusetts Interstate Trams. Stolen Property * 1,232.99 
Murder * 2,160.0 
Latortion & Compirecy * 2,207.0 
Second Circytt { 80 cases ) 251,329.49 
Commect icut Bel! Reforms Act Vieletton * 1,311.0 
Bert Robbery -f lrearms * 1,665.0 


Possession Stolen Check. 
Comsp recy 1 2,922.0 


CIRCUIT DISTRICT 
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EXSISIT 0-3 


PAYVERT TO PR'WATE COUNSEL Dm ERCESS 
OF TH $1,000 STATUTORN cle OUI 


ree |. 


1976 THROUGH MARCH 3). S79 


TYPE OF CASE 


11. District Courts \cont"é) 


Sew Tore (e) 


Sew fore (f) 


Muti letion of Currency. Conspiracy 


Fireeres Violetion, fclse Stetemerts 


irecy to Oefreut Gow't 
Muti lettion of Currency, Comspirecy 
Mut! \etton of Currency. Corspirecy 
Mutilation of Currency, Comspirecy 


Possession UY. s. Treetery Check 

Nercetics Violetter 

Possession Stolen Mel! 

Comptrecy to Oefreud Bent 

Nercetics Vielettor 

Comspirecy to Seuggle I) lege! 
Aliens 

Transfer Coweterfelt federe! 
Reserve Bote 

Nercetics Vieletton 

Compirecy to Recetwe firearm 

Missepplicetion of Powerty Funds 

Possession of Stolen Met! 

Comspirecy, Racketeering 

Compirecy to Possess Stolen Mat! 

Nercotics Violet tor 

Bart Bombery 

Sercotics Violet ter 

Nercotics Violet ter 

Nercotics Violet tor 

Nercotics Vielettos 

Nercotics Comspirecy 

Mercotics Vielettor 

Nercotics Violet tor 

Compirecy, Sercetics Vielet ton 

Nercotics Vieletter 
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hottery. Comepirecy " |~A.@ 
hottery * — 
—— * 7.41.6 
tercettics Fielet ter 7 +.48.@ 
@issourt (C) Comeptrecy te Stes! Gew't 
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Pissowrt (w) Sercettcs Vhelettom * ⏑— 
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Comapirecy, Si sepp!tcettor of 
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Unarmed Bart Roddery 

Sercotics Vielettons 

Narcotics Violetions 

Uttering/Possession Stolen Checks 
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Narcotics Violettons 
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Armed fobdery 

Nercotics Violations 

Armed Bart 

Nercotics Violetions 

Forging/Utter'ng U.S. Treasury 
Checks 

Receipt/Conceslmert Stoler 
Property 


Comepirecy, Freud by Wire 

Narcotics Violetion 

Possession Counterfeit Notes 

Possession of Firearm by 
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Possession Obstructive Device 
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Met! fraud, Comspi recy 
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3,344.19 
1,469.00 
1,875.00 
1,600.00 


2,000.00 
2,200.0 
1,080.08 


1,061.00 
1,190.00 


712 


EXHIBIT D-) 
PAYSENT TO PRIVATE COUNSEL Im EECESS 
OF THE $1,000 STATUTORY cium DURING 
TORR 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 3). 1979 


: 


CIMCUIT/OISTRICT TYPE OF CASE 
11. District Courts (Cont’é) 
Kidnapping. Comspirecy. 


tscepe from Prison, Asseuw!t * 1,220.00 
Kidnapping, Compirecy. 

tscepe from Prison, Assew!t 78 1,232.0 
Nercotics Vielettos 7 1,240.8 
Sercotics Violsettios 7 14. 
Beccelics Viel. ston 7 1.490.90 
Compirecy, Cowstertelt Money 

Oroer 7 1,435.0 
Sercotics Violettem 77 1,510.0 
Sere 78 1,531.0 
Nercotics Violet ton * 1,637.9 
Tremiporting/Merboring Altem 7 1,650.90 
Bere Rotbery 7 1,690. 
Nercotics Vieletton 7 1,697.50 
Bere Robbery 78 1,790.00 
Possession of Stolen Mat! 7 2,185.00 
Bent Robbery 78 2,300.00 
here 76 2.36.0 
Compirecy, Tremsporting |! lege! 

Aliens 7 2,646.00 
Nercotics Violettons 78 3,192.00 
Nerceotics Violetton 78 3,737.8 
harcotics Violetions 7e 3,840.00 
Nercotics Vielettons 78 3.94. 
Bare 78 4,176.10 
Nercotics Violettons 7? 4,615.0 

Californte (5) Bart Robbery 7e 1,035.00 
Compirecy, Tremsporting I) lege! 

Alter 77 1,116.@ 
Comspirecy, Transporting 1) lege! 

Alien 7 1,205.00 
Comspirecy, Trensporting |) lege! 

Altes * 1,207.00 
Comspirecy, Tremsporting 1!) lege! 

Alien 78 1,245.00 
Comspirecy, Umbezzlement. Extortion, 

Recketeering. Threats *% 1,260.00 
Bart Robbery 78 1,335.00 
Lottery, Geabling 77 1,437.90 
Comspirecy, Bent Robbery 78 1,470.00 
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EXEHISIT 0-1 
PAYMENT TO PRIVATE COUNSEL Im ESCESS 
OF THE $1,000 STATUTORY SALIEU QUEING 
TORER |, 1978 THROUGH ARCH 3). 1975 


CIRCUIT/DISTRICT TYPE OF CASE fr MPQUT PAID 
11. Gistrict Courts (cont'd) 
Sarcotics Vicletions 7 1,515.@ 
Comspirecy, Transporting I) legal 

Allies 8 1,$20.00 
Kercotics Violettons a 1,595.0 
Corspirecy, False Personstion "S$ 1,735.0 
Bart Rondery 8 1.790.090 
Comspirecy, Met! Freed, False 

Statements to 185; Securities 

Violations 77 1.79?. 50 
Destroying Federal Property 77 1,990.0 
Comspirecy, Transporting |) legal 

Aliem Ms 2,007.99 
Comspirecy, Transporting Il legs! 

Alien 7 2,142.9 
Sercotics Violettons 7 2,157.80 
Comspirecy. Tremsporting I! legal 

Alters 78 3,045.00 
Comspirery. Securities Violet tons 77 4,102.50 
Conspiracy, Mat! Freud 1 18,507.90 
Comspirecy, Mat! Freud 7 18.77.98 
Raercotics Violations 78 1,122.00 
Theft of Gow't Heapons 78 1,275.0 
Theft of Gow't Meapons 1 1,275.00 
Mercotics Violations i 1,425.00 
Sercotics Violetiors 77 1,462.50 
Counterfeiting 78 1,717.00 
Counterfeiting 7 1,967.00 
Firearm Violation 78 2.126. 
Counterfeiting 78 2,940.00 
Un lewful Possession of Firearms 78 1,2<5.0 
Robbery. Murder 78 1,397.90 
Comspirecy, Interstate Trans. 

of Forged Security 78 3,985.00 
Interstate Trans. Stolen Securities 78 2,070.00 
Mall Freud, Freud by Wire 78 2,500.00 
Mat! Freud, Freud by Wire 78 5,270.00 
Mail Freud. Freed by Wire 1 5,409.0 
Bant Robbery 7 1,238.0 
Fraud by Wire (Sele of Securities) 1 1,485.00 
Narcotics Violations i] 1,940.50 
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EXHIBIT D-1 
PAYEERT TO PRIWATE COUNSEL Ie CECESS 


Oo Te $).000 STATUTOR! SADIE DI 
CTORER 1, 1978 THROUGH SeRe DP). STS 
CIMOYIT/DISTRICT TYPE OF CASE ry OMT PAID 
Il. District Courts (comt’¢) 

Rercotics Violet tors * 7.315.@ 
Eatort ton a 3.1. @ 
Teeft Gow't Tiaber " 1.26.@ 
Freed Mei! a $.31.@ 
Comspirecy & Met! Freed * 6.50.9 
Met) Freet, Freed * 6.658.@ 

Compirecy toe Defreud. Freud by 
Wire, Met! Freed 7 7,419.9 

Comspirecy te Gefreut, freud ty 
wire, Set!) Freed 7 8.470. 

Compirecy to Oefreud, Freud by 
wire, Met! Freed 7 9.70.@ 

Compirecy to Decreud, Freud by 
Wire, Mel! Freed 7 9.800. 
Washington (£) Assew!t i) 2.473.0 
"Murder a) 6.790. 
Washington (w#) Kercetics Viele" tom * 1,091.00 
Nercotics Viol«sttoms 7 1,190.0 
Nercotics Violettons * 1,269. 
Nercotics Vio letton 77 1,366.0 
Mercotics Violet toms 7" 1.710. 
Mercotics Violations 77 1.9. 
Sercotics Violetions 77 1,989.0 
Bert Roddery uM) 2,271.8 
Bart Rodbdery 1 27.4°.8 
Nercotics Vieletton * 3,903.0 
Comspirecy ui 4,227.8 
Bent Roddere * 6,058.00 
Bart Rodbery 7 7,672.8 
Tenth Circytt (16 cases ) 46,805.08 
Coloredo Comspirecy, Trensport Stolen Venicle 78 1,192.90 
Comspirecy. Trensport Stolen Venicle 78 2,$76.0 
Com~irecy, Trensport Stolen Venicle 78 3,140.00 
Comspirecy, Trensport Stolen Venicle 78 3,316.00 
Conspirecy, Trensport Stolen Vehicle 78 3,405.00 
Conspirecy. Transport Stolen Venicle 78 3,701.00 
Conspirecy, Tremsport Stolen Vehicle 78 3,744.00 
Conspirecy, Transport Stolen Ventcle 78 3,804.00 
Conspirecy, Tremsport Stolen Venicle 78 3,972.8 
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ELeISIT O-1 
PATEST TO PRIVATE COUNSEL 58 ERCESS 


OF Tet $).000 STATUTORY alee Die 
Tose |. 1978 TU Se D. 1878 
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Erec Trt OF Cast 


Il. District Courts (coet’é) 
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District of Columte 


Oe 
Sotory. & 


furder (indien Beverwet tor) 
Bera Rotter, 


Met! Free 
Sercetics 
Sercetics 


Violet tors: 
Violet tom 


{ 8 coves ) 


Destruction of Gow't Property 


Sercetics 
Rercetics 
Sercotics 
Sercetics 
Sercetics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercetics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Nercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Sercotics 
Mercotics 
Nercotics 
Nercotics 
Saercetics 
Nercotics 
Nercotics 
Armed Beant 
Narcotics 
Nercotics 
Nercotics 
Nercotics 
Nercotics 
Nercotics 
Wercotics 


Violettons, 
Violet toms 


Vielations 


Violettons 
Vielettons 
Violations 
Violettons 
Violettons 
Violettons, 
Violettons, 
Violettons, 
Violaettons., 
Viol-* toms, 
Vic \ttoms, 
Violations, 
Violations, 
Violations. 
Violet tons . 
Violettons, 


Violations 
Violettons 
Violettons 
Violettons 
Violetions 
Violations 
Violet tons 


Sactetoer ing 


Compirecy 
Comspirecy 
Comspirecy 
Compirecy 
Comspirecy 
Comspirecy 
Compirecy 
Comspirecy 
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CAeISIT D-2 
Sewer OF FISK TL OF PeretaTS 
TO PRIWATE COUNSEL D8 FECES & 5) .000 Oe 
roete 1. 198 Tee ee DF), S79 


‘Y Al Al ‘Y 
Circet tyOt strict 2 " 7 ming 
1. Appeeds Courts 
first Ciroett 1? @ 7.22. 
Secure Circett 71.73. 
Tetre Circett ° 4.779. 
Ft? Circett 78,335.82 SO 3470.0 
Siet® Circett 0 —— 
Sewer? Circett 4.0.0 
Ligete Circett 1. 
fie es 7s 8.70.00 4$.0600.0 
Teeth Circett 
Tetels ros et 
11. District Courts 


First Circett 1.252.980 


Second Circuit 11.27.80 33..195.90 2.660.% 1.26.85 
Thire Circuit 6.662.00 28,163.50 10,938.00 2,020.00 
Fourt® Circett “we eS 1 000.9 
Fifth Circett 1,620.00 272,036.05 4,985.00 
Siath Circett 5,260.26 26,783.90 3.204.00 1,260.00 
Sewent) Circett 7,127.0 4.472.) 70 679.67 9.2790.) 
Cighth Circutt 9,028.89 25,551.95 12,791.21 1.508. 6 
Sinth Circutt 6,700.00 223,857.79 137,647.00 33,744.50 1,735.00 
Tenth Circuit 4,519.8) 10,954.23 1931.00 
Se ae . 
N | 
a SR SR 2465 oF cove 


Awerege Cost For Appeals 
ry 78 5), 997.47 (42 cases 


ry 7? 1,609.4) (99 cones 
ry —— 1.7)).08 | 7 copes 
Wisc 4,790.0 (| 2 cones 


Average Cost For District Courts 
$1,903.47) (39 cases) 


en ee ee 
CIMCyIT/DESTRICT TYP OF Case 
torm ( 10 cones ) 
1. QESTRICT Comers 
Second Circett ( 2 coves ) 
thew Tort (5) Grené Jury Terget (Witness) 
Groene Jury Witness 
Seventh Circett { | cose ) 
Tiitnets (®) Socta! Security Vieletior 
siete Circett ( 5 coves ) 
Califernte (®) li begs! Cetry of an Alter 
tere! ! Petty Offeme (Trespass ‘ng 
Petty Offense (Trespass ing 
— titers fo Fs tno to 
Tenth Circett ( 2 cones ) 
vter Fallure to file Income Tex 


fellure te file Income Tex 


Averege Cost per cose ~ $753.8) 


a2 ss @ 


at 


BE 


4. 


a5 
ees 


X 


Second Circelt 
Sewert® Circelt 
Stete Circelt 
Tewt® Circelt 
Tetels. 


Average Cost for District Courts 


fv Th-~~--S777.19 (7 cones) 
fv 7?----~ $77? 8) (2 cones) 


CURCT TBE STRICT n arcu PAID 
TTA COT (136 cones ) LED 
1. CRTs OF apres ( # cases ) Sa 
first Circett ( ) cope ) LOU 
webees Pet! toner 7 3,090.8 

hecomt Circett (1) coves ) 6.) @ 
ebees Pet! i toner La) ™ ® 

176 Pet tt toner " “).@ 

77M Pet! t toner * ew OO 

Mebeet Pet 't toner " a 

webees Pet! toner * 2 — 

webeet Pet! toner 7 “ ® 

Hebees Pet! t toner " 70. 

Mebees Pel! i boner ” a.@ 

776 Pet! t toner " 8 @ 

webees Pet! toner " 1.0. @ 

webees Pet! toner "7 1,.590.@ 

Thire Clrewtt (6 cones ) 4,188.09 
776 Pet tt toner * 260 00 

mabees Pet! toner * «se 00 

webeet Pet! tloner * “)@ 

medees Pet! t loner " 640 OO 

Hebees Petit toner "7 1,168. @ 

mebees Pet! tt oner 77 1.600. @ 

Fourt® Circett () coe) 1,3 —— 
Mebees Pe’ 't toner 7 1,000.0 

rim Chrewtt (1 008) 9,315.82 
Herat Pet! t toner " 2% 00 

⸗ Pet \t loner " re © 

mabees Pet (toner " 118. @ 

Habeas Petit toner 77 370 & 

Mebeet Pet! t loner " 23. 

7706 Petit toner 7’ 7) .@ 
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i 
Per PP eh er | 
SRSEEKSEEEE 
SSSeeeeeees 


Sewe Corcete ( } coves) 


: 
#2 


Severt® Circett ( 3 coees ) 


Hebets Pet! t loner 
Mebees Pell t toner 


Ciget® Cirewtt ( 4 cones ) 


Rerdames Pet toner 
1 
hy 
Mabeet Petitioner 
2706 Pet! t tener 
Mabees Pelt loner 
2706 Pet tt toner 
Mabees Pet! toner 
Mabees Pet! t loner 
Rebees Pet! toner 
2706 Pett «toner 
22705 Pet tt toner 
22706 bet tt toner 


za 
: TT : TT 3 
228 Ree 


SSS ILL SSSSSSSS 


SSSESETESESSES 
888888888828388 


SSBERSERESRELESSISERE 
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n" 
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7? 
" 
" 
* 
7? 
77 
7 
hebees Pet! toner 4 
" 
77 
77 
77 
“ 
7? 
" 
77 
" 
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Tert® Ciroett { 3 copes ) 


2,913.0 

9.5 

#80 90 

718.90 

it. QESTRICT COMeTS { 9 coses ) pL) 
619.9 

300.00 

110 90 

1,281.8 

343.00 


~Or~n eS oe ee 
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Commect cut Perole Vieleter * 


CIRCET T/BISTRICY wT P49 
it. District Courts ‘cot e) 

tee Tore (5) webeet Pet! loner " sm 

Sebeet Pet! t loner " “ni @ 

Teire Circett ( 5 coves ) L169. @ 

be eeere webeet Pet! toner “ m oO 

T7274 Pet! t toner “ ‘7 @ 

Penrey!werte (fC) 2704 Pet! t toner * — 

TPM Pet! t toner " « —— 

—i (*) Perele Rewocet ‘or ” 34. @ 

Foert® Circett ( 2 coees ) 7 78.7) 

ery ere Nebeet Pet! t toner 77 we © 

Vorginte (e) Webees Pet! t boner * ee 

Cifte Circets (1 cones) 8.134. 6 

Aiebem (*) wabees Pet! toner 77 mm * 

flertae (#) mebees Pet! toner * 1. 

wabees Pet ti oner 77 ww! 4 

Webees Pet! toner * 6re 80 

Georgie (5) mabeet Pet! toner * ano 0 

Lowtstene (#) mabees Pet! toner " S00 10 

Texas (#) Mabees Pet! toner 7? 5.0) @ 

Teses (5) Mabees Pet! t loner * 3.7" 

Habeas Pet! toner " wm? —— 

mabees Pet! toner " eo 

Mebees Pet! t toner 7? sec % 


Califerete (*) 


Coltferete (f) 


Caltferete (C) 


tele 1 
Hebees Petitioner 


Meterte! Witness 
Propet tor Vteleter 
Meterie. Witness 
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EXHIBIT F-1 


PAYMENTS MADE TO PRIVATE COUNSEL IN EXCESS OF THE 
$250 ST/.TUTORY MAXIMUM FOR DISCRETIONARY 


“MD OTHER APPOINTMENTS OURING 


OCTOZER 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1979 


CIRCUIT/DISTRICT 
Il. District Courts (cort’d) 


Oregon 
Teath Circuit 
Colorado 


District of Columbia 


Averace Cost per case for All Courts 
Average Cost per case for Appeals Courts 


TYPE OF CASE 


Probation Violator 
Probation Violator 


Probation Violator 
{ 1 case ) 
2255 Petitioner 


{ 1 case ) 


Probation Violator 


$744.04 
$737.11 


Average Cost per case for District Courts - $680.63 


OTHER APPOINTMENTS IN EXCESS OF $250 DURING 


OCTOBER 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1979 


Circuit/District 2 


Appeals Courts 


First Circuit 
Second Circuit 
Third Circuit 
Fourth Circuit 
Fifth Circuit 
Sixth Circuit 
Seventh Circuit 
Etvat> Circwit 
Ninth Circuit 
Tenth Circuit 
Totals: 1,000.0 


District Courts 


First Circuit 

Second Circuit 
Third Circuit 374 

Fourth Circuit 428. 
Fifth Circuit 


735.00 


Average Cost For Appeals 


7 


FY 79-----§ 520.00 (2 cases) 


FY 78----- 
FY — 


596.62 fe 
917.32 (3) cases 


FY 76-----~1,260.12 (9 cases) 
Misc ------ 438.00 


Average Cost For District Courts 
FY 7)----$ 494.74 


FY — 


$08.57 


FY 7}?----- 1,297.65 
994.70 (© cases 


FY 76--=- 


5 ceases) 
3% cases) 
9 cases 


x2 


i 
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EXHIBIT G-1l 
PAYMENTS MADE IN EXCESS OF $300 


FOR EXPERT OK OTHER SERVICES DURING 
OCTOBER 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1979 


CIRCUIT /DISTRICT TYPE OF EXPERT FY AMOUNT PAID 
TOTAL (78 cases ) $81,035.99 
Second Circuit ( 18 cases ) 16,177. 
few York (S) Interpreter 78 305.00 
Interpreter 78 305.00 
Interpreter 73 360.00 
Interpreter 79 375.00 
Interpreter 78 440.00 
Interpreter 78 685.00 
Psychiatrist 77 720.00 
Psychiatrist 77 735.00 
Interpreter 78 745.00 
Psychiatrist 78 785.00 
Psychiatrist 78 1,000.00 
Interpreter 78 1,070.00 
Interpreter 76 1,077.00 
Interpreter 79 1,105.00 
Interpreter 78 1,370.00 
Interpreter 79 1,380.00 
Interpreter 79 1,660.00 
Interpreter 78 2,060.50 
Third Circe’: ( 2 cases ) 1,675.00 
New Jersey Bank Expert 78 425.00 
Accountant 76 1,250.00 
Fourth Circuit ( 1 case ) 1,601.60 
Maryland Investigator 78 1,601.60 
| 
Fi { ( 9 cases ) 11,712.50 
Florida (™) Psychiatrist 78 450.00 
Accountant 1,000.00 
Florida (S) Psychiatrist 76 600.00 
Investigator 79 610.00 
Investigator 79 3,512.50 
Loutstene (E) Psychiatrist 78 300. 00 
Texas (S$) Psychiatrist 77 650.00 


CIRCUIT/DISTRICT 
Texas (¥) 


Eighth Circuit 
Minnesota 
Missouri (E) 
Missouri (W) 
Nebraska 

Ninth Circuit 


Arizona 


California (¥) 


California (€) 


California (C) 


California (S) 
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EXHIBIT 6-1 


PAYMENTS MADE IN EXCESS OF $300 
FOR EXPERT OR OTHER SERVICES DURING 
OCTOBER |, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1979 


TYPE OF EXPERT 


Mexican Law (Re: Artifacts) 
Mexican Law (Re: Artifacts) 


( 4 cases ) 
Psychologist 
Ordnance 
Psychiatrist 
Psychiatrist 

( 35 cases ) 


Investigator 
Investigator 


Psychiatrist 
Interpreter 


Eyewitness Identification 

Jury Selection Researcher 
of Venve & Jury 
Selectinn Researcher 


Investigator 
Psychiatrist 
Psychiatrist 
Investigator 
Investigator 
Electrical Engineer 


Investigator 
Investigator 
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EXHIBIT G-1 
PAYMENTS MADE IN EXCESS OF $300 
FOR EXPERT OR OTHER SERVICES DURING 
OCTOBER 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1979 


CIRCUIT/DISTRICT TYPE OF EXPERT FY AMOUNT PAID 
Montana Psychiatrist 78 £16.00 
Oregon Investigator 78 375.00 

Psychiatrist 78 600.00 

Investigator 78 900.00 

. Investigator 78 2,500.00 

Washington (£) Psychiatrist 78 750.00 
Washington (¥) Interpreter 78 350.00 
Psychologist 78 360.00 

Investigator 78 590.00 

Architect 78 1,712.02 

Terth Circuit ( 1 case ) 500.00 
New Mexico Psychiatrist 78 510.00 

District of Columbia ( 7 cases ) 14,324.05 

Psychiatrist 78 $20.00 
Psychiatrist 78 840.00 
Psychiatrist 78 1,040.00 
Psychiatrist 78 1,200.00 
Psychiatrist 76 2,000.00 
Investigator 78 2,899.05 
Psychiatrist 78 5,825.00 


Average Cost per case - $) 038.92 


ci 
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EXHIBIT G-2 


SUMMARY OF PAYMENTS BY FISCAL YEAR 
1 2R EXPERT AND OTHER SERVICES 
IN EXCESS OF $300 DURING 
OCTOBER 1, 1978 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1979 


FY FY 
‘ 2 
District Courts 
Second Circuit 4,880.00 9 .842.50 
Third Circuit 425.00 
Fourth Circuit 1,601 .60 
Fifth Circuit 4,122.79 1,750.00 
Eighth Circuit 1,870.00 
Ninth Circuit 3,331.0 17,837.27 
Tenth Circuit 500.00 
U 
— 
Totals: 1333.5 wee 


Average Cost for District Courts 


FY 79-----$) ,027.79 
FY 76----- 941.64 
FY 77----~ 1,406.97 
FY 76----- 1,065.37 


12 cases 
49 cases 
13 cares 
4 cases) 


FY 
I] misc 
1,250.00 
600.0 
411.50 
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Federsl Public Defender Organizations 
Exhibit J. Summary of Representations by District 
Fi cst Half of Fiscal Year 1979 
(Qtober 1, 1978 - March 31, 1979) 
Pending 
Representations by Cases 
District 
WE cccccecoceccoccoces 6,995 6,928 {11,085 1.6 3,176 
i cccoceseceeess 1,971 4,438 4,495 | 9,809 2.2 1,914 
AgQOOls....cccccccccses 306 298 206 107 0.5 400 
GENE ce ccccccccccccceces 770 2,259 2,227 | 1,167 0.5 B02 
PREREA. «cc ccc+ ccccescces 160 471 456 322 1.1 17S 
Criminal .............++- 97 332 322 445 1.4 107 
Appeals... .......--++++- 31 20 19 is 0.7 32 
GEER ec coccccesocccecese 32 119 is 44 0.4 Me 
CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN..... i21 Sil 432 629 1.5 200 
Criminal............+.- 72 421 330 $34 1.7 163 
Appeals...... .«.«sss5- 19 6 $ ‘4 0.4 16 
GER ce cccccccccccvccces 30 84 93 70 0.8 21 
CALIPORNIA, EASTERN...... 147 412 399 574 0.9 60 
Criminal............+.+- 94 266 270 318 1.2 90 
Appeals... ......6-seee- 12 6 5 7 0.8 s 
GENER e ccccccccccccccese 41 140 120 $0 0.4 61 
CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL...... 393 791 755 | 1,554 2.1 338 
GCrimiaas.cccccccccesccs iss 450 435 | 1,347 3.1 202 
Appeals... .... cs ecunees 42 12 12 7 0.6 42 
GRRE cc cccccccccceccece 7% 329 310 200 0.6 9S 
COLORADO. . . «ccc wenee 100 147 iM is4 1.1 113 
Criminal. ...........«+- 37 94 93 iM 1.4 36 
... 22 9 6 4 0.7 2 
CURSE cc ccccccesccccese 4i 44 3S 16 3.5 $0 
COWNECTICUT.. .. 2... eee enee $i 97 91 wi 3.3 $7 
Criminal..........6005- 27 56 $5 261 4.7 28 
Appeals... .....seesuees 2 5 - - - 7 
GENCE. c cccccccccccccccs 22 36 36 40 i.1 22 
FLORIDA, NORTHERN........ 30 04 7 6s 0.9 19 
Criminal..........«.06. 21 46 $$ $2 0.9 12 
Appeals... 6. cnc wennues 5 2 i - - 4 
GERGE «cc cccccccccecsecss 6 16 19 13 0.7 5 
FLORIDA, MIDDLE.......... 62 137 117 389 3.3 102 
AE 50 93 101 377 5.7 42 
Appeals... 6... ccccccues 3 8 11 
A— 29 % 16 12 0.8 49 
FLORDIA, SOUTHERN........ 270 soa 337 792 2.4 327 
Criminal. .......ccccens is9 231 214 604 2.8 176 
a 35 18 12 29 2.4 41 
GERGP cc cccccccccccccces 76 145 lil 160 1.4 110 
GEORGIA, SOUTHERN........ 2? 242 2$1 288 1.1 i8 
Criminal. ..........006. 26 28 248 285 1.1 16 
Appeals ‘eevee eee eaeeeee = 2 1 * * 1 
i 2 2 5 i.s 1 
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Federal Public Defender Orgenizetions 
Exhibit J. Summary of Representations by District 
First Half of Fiscal Year 1979 
(Qteber 1, 19768 - March 31, 1979) 


AND SOUTHERN... 7 2? 23 as 1.9 2 
Crimingl..........+..- 10 i is 42 2.5 le 
ee 2 2 - - ° 4 
GERSE. oc ccccccccccseses 5 i — 2 0.4 i 
ILLINOIS, EASTERN... .. le 24 20 45 2.2 20 
Criminal. ..........«.+- 9 22 le ac 2.5 iS 
Appeals... .nnnncwuns 2 - - - ‘ 
GERGB on ccccccccccccccs 5 - 4 2 0.5 i 
ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN. . i 5 5 2 ? 1 
Criminal. ......«+sss«- i 2 : : 1.0 i 
Appeals eee eee ee eee ee > al * * — — 
— 1 i - - - 

MANGAS... .. .. cnn enwnnuns Sa i 132 ive 1.5 se 
Criminal..........««.- 29 69 91 m1 1.9 27 
TX 19 . ? 5 0.4 21 
oo se e 38 Ma 25 0.7 19 

KENTUCKY, EASTERN....... 30 112 104 im i.9 a) 
Criminal... ......«s. 13 63 84 is] 2.8 22 
Ss el Le 6 5 6 5 0.5 ? 
SERGE. cccccccecccesses s a4 aa 40 0.9 q 

LOUISIANA, EASTERN...... 45 120 103 246 2.4 60 
Criminal... ......seuns 32 e7 * 226 3.0 44 
Appeals... 6... cccwnuns i i i - - i 
GERBE. cc cccccccscccess 10 32 2? 20 0.7 iS 

MARYLAND... 06 cece enue 108 “a 215 2 6.9 136 
Criminal. .......cccuns 78 182 155 182 1.2 105 
Sd VVVVVV—— * ⁊* 4 2 0.5 12 
XX 20 57 So is 0.3 21 

MINNESOTA. VV—— 10 62 42 195 4.6 30 
cricnin 10 48 3” 190 5.1 21 
es ee Le - 2 - - - 2 
0) - 12 5 2 6.4 ? 

MISSOURI, WESTERN...... * 28 625 ya 0.6 * 
cricnnel 19 83 * 24 3.6 2” 
APPOBIS. eevee eee ? ? 6 2 0.5 s 
0) ee $0 538 $44 Li) 0.2 44 

NEVADA. 06 ccc cen enue 60 105 130 264 2.2 3S 
Criminal... ...ccccues $0 ? % 262 2.7 2? 
Se VVVVVV— i 5 i - - 5 
0) Se 29 35 22 0.7 5 

NEW JERSEY... 6.6 ccc une 2M 328 297 599 2.0 265 
Criminal. ... 6. cccuns 146 221 187 538 2.9 180 
a V VVVVV— 14 10 14 2 0.1 10 

TITTTITT — v4 J ve 60 0.6 * 

⏑⏑,,..— 69 154 is9 169 1.1 64 
Criminal... ....c.ccus 24 55 62 142 2.3 15 
a 31 22 24 - . 29 
0) 34 y 23 27? 9.4 40 
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Federal Public Defender Grgenizetions 
Exhibit J. Summary of Representations by District 
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G0, MORTHERA......... 6s ils isd i% 1.4 73 
Cromimal............. a $3 Se 145 2.4 at 
Appeals... .....-++05- ? * 5 5 c.t s 
ft esssecessoose 3 Ww 71 30 o. is 

| 

PENNSYLVANIA, SESTERN * — 140 3S2 2.5 $2 
0, $$ 4 be 322 3.8 3S 
Appesis.........6000- is 5 11 ? 
Ph esseaseceseoses 2e 29 4s 30 0.7 we 

Pee Gee coocccccece 3 te bed 238 3.0 12 
Geo ccoccoeocces 22 $3 os 2 5.7 il 
Appeals... . «ssn nuss 2 i 5 - - ° 
Dt ecessesceoonene i i2 i2 - - i 

SOUTH CAMUAINA......... 71 ye ins 222 1.9 Sa 
a Se * D 208 2.5 44 
Appeals... —— u 0 
V V i? is il 0.6 5 

TENNESSE, MITOLE....... 28 $1 77 106 i.4 32 
Pt sesnesoceoeeses 23 se $7 bad) i.6 24 
Appeals... ..ccnnccuns i 2 - - - 5 
Gebeocccecesvosoress 4 21 20 le 0.8 5 

TENNESSEE, WESTERN...... 72 80 105 Sec 5.4 4” 
0, 63 59 84 241 4.1 of 
TEIEXE 2 6 2 . 2.0 e 
Gsccocesccooceeecs 7 15 is 16 0.8 5 

TEXAS, SOWTHERN......... 115 440 430 412 1.0 128 
0, 3 575 340 17 14 9 
Appeals... . 6. cscues is 4 ’ i 0.1 ii 
Gee occccocceccooecs 2? 61 73 32 0.4 is 

TEMAS, WESTERN.......... 140 278 297 $04 i.? 121 
GREER coccccceccces 101 212 2M 409 2.0 
Appeals... 6... cccccuus i? 12 ? 2 0.3 22 
Gee cocccceccccccees 22 Sa $e 33 0.6 20 

VIRGIN ISLANDS. ......... i'M iM 189 620 5.5 99 
GeENERER. coccocceoeces 112 139 169 $91 5.5 82 
So, VVVVV— i3 ? . | 1.1 12 
GeePccocccccccceccess 9 J 12 20 1.7? 5 

WASHINGTON, WESTERN..... 300 3M 450 Mas 0.9 204 
ee 216 155 304 325 1.1 s” 
a 22 95 21 ’ 0.4 of 
GaeDe cocccoccceecsces 62 ha 105 $$ 0.5 4 

WEST VIRGINIA, SOUTHERN. 35 65 $9 isi 2.4 ws 
Geese cosceoecesese 24 42 » im 5.9 31 
Se 5 2 2 - - 5 
GeePoccceocceeceooces 6 21 22 12 0.5 5 


Mhetail may not adé to total due to rounding to whole numbers. 
“Includes 5°” court directed prisoner representations of inmates of the U.S. Medical 
Center for Federal Prisoners at Springfield, Missouri. 
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Farst Half of Fiscal Year 1979 


(xtobter I. 


19°76 - Merch 31. 1979) 


Crimamal.. ogc cccccnn. 


1, 802 5,585 5,005] 7, 364 2.0 4.722 
1,159 2. 2.7%] 6.511 24 1,i32 
1e9 85 in 69 0.” 145 
ava 809 Sie "2 1.0 so” 
215 1, 68 1,345] 1,706 1.5 ot) 
115 1,182 1,134] 1.598 i.4 lel 
4. 15 25 2 i.0 ou 
0 195 ihe ils 0.8 os 
Se i$” oe See 5.4 os 
55 $1 65 #95 5.9 1 
28 10 2 14 #,° 1” 
2 oe eo ™s 1.2 2s 
235 345 is” $81 1.5 75 
155 250 281 $22 1.9 i24 
s 2 4 2 0.2 5 
91 65 108 5” 6.5 a 
*4 ~~ yaa e135 1.8 si? 
251 2? 280 578 2.1 ive 
33 2 i5 - . be 
80 $8 31 34 6.7 s” 
59 1,020 1,020} 2,859 2.8 Soe 
461 745 7431 2,578 3.5 405 
26 ‘M4 M4 33 1.0 os 
io” 24) 245 2$2 1.0 we 
231 451 450] 1,246 2.9 272 
220 374 557] 1,170 5.5 2s 
31 77 75 * 1.0 &S 
‘4 48 ae 8) 1.” ‘4 
26 4 4 33 1.0 28 
6 i4 i4 4s 4.4 6 
Sil $2) 542] 1,552 2.4 290 
241 1 386] 1, 404 3.6 226 
70 150 1S® 128 6.8 04 
on i 132 228 1.7 102 
46 72 a4 1m 2.2 ‘4 
il 9 2 5 1.5 18 
4) 55 46 39 0.8 50 
i868 2? 25” 755 2.9 201 
100 132 13! 559 4.5 10) 
1a 5 « 2 6.2 15 
7 135 118 194 1.6 8s 


Ipetail Gay not add to total due to rounding to whole numbers. 


